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Highlights

56153 Thanksgiving Day Presidential proclamation.

56364 Grant Programs HHS/HDSO announces
availability of funds and requests preapplications 
for Discretionary Funds Grant Program. (Part IV of 
this issue)

56223 Procurement OMB/FPPO requests comments on 
draft Federal Acquisition Regulations on 
applications of labor laws to Government 
acquisitions.

56183, Historic Preservation^ Interior/NPS issues interim
56209 rule and proposed rule updating and revising certain 

procedures for nominations to National Register of 
Historic Places. (2 documents)

56213 Veterans VA proposes to amend regulations on
payment of Government life insurance to decedent’s 
estate.

56169 Export Commerce/ITA restricts export of certain 
centrifugal balancing machines.

56171 Securities SEC modifies separate financial 
statement requirements.

56384 Budget Rescissions and Deferrals OMB issues 
cumulative report to Congress. (Part V of this issue)

CONTINUED INSIDE
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Highlights

56231 Grant Programs— Education ED invites
applications for new general operating support 
awards under Museum Services Program for fiscal 
year 1982.

56155 Flue-Cured Tobacco USDA/AMS provides for 
sales schedule adjustments for warehouses which 
fail to comply with approved sales schedules.

56318 Vessels DOT/CG proposes to revise regulations 
on documentation of vessels. (Part II of this issue)

56200 DOT/CG establishes designation procedures for 
oceanographic research vessels.

Aviation Safety DOT/FAA requests comments on 
draft Technical Standard Orders on:

56290 Airborne weather and ground mapping pulsed 
radars.

56291 Continuous flow oxygen mask assembly (for non
transport category aircraft).

56292 Emergency evacuation slides, ramps, and slide/ 
raft combinations.

56292 Life preservers.
56293 Liferaft (reversible and nonreversible).
56293 Personnel parachute assemblies.
56293 Protective breathing equipment

Antidumping Commerce/ITA issues notices on 
the following:

56227 Clear sheet glass from Italy.
56227 Pig iron from the U.S.S.R.
56228 Pig iron from West Germany.
56228 Sugar from France, Belgium, and the Federal 

Republic of Germany.

56303 Sunshine Act Meetings

Separate Parts of This Issue

56318 Part II, DOT/CG
56361 Part III, EPA
56364 Part IV, HHS/HDSO
56384 Part V, OMB
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The President

[FR Doc. 81-33081 
Filed 11-12-81; 3:58 pm| 

Billing code 3195-01-M

________________________________________________________56153

Presidential Documents

Proclamation 4883 of November 12, 1981

Thanksgiving Day, 1981

By the President of the United States of Am erica  

A  Proclamation

A m erica has much for which to be thankful. The unequaled freedom enjoyed 
by our citizens has provided a harvest of plenty to this Nation throughout its 
history. In keeping with A m erica’s heritage, one day each year is set aside for 
giving thanks to God for all o f His blessings.

On this day of thanksgiving, it is appropriate that we recall the first Thanks
giving, celebrated  in the autumn of 1621. A fter surviving a b itter winter, the 
Pilgrims planted and harvested a bountiful crop. A fter the harvest they 
gathered their fam ilies together and joined in celebration and prayer with the 
native A m ericans who had taught them so much. C learly our forefathers w ere 
thankful not only for the m aterial w ell-being of their harvest but for this 
abundance of goodwill as well.

In this spirit, Thanksgiving has becom e a day when A m ericans extend a 
helping hand to the less fortunate. Long before there w as a governm ent 
w elfare program, this spirit o f voluntary giving w as ingrained in the A m erican 
character. A m ericans have alw ays understood that, truly, one must give in 
order to receive. This should be a day of giving as w ell as a day of thanks.

A s we celebrate Thanksgiving in 1981, we should reflect on the full meaning of 
this day as we enjoy the fellow ship that is so much a part of the holiday 
festivities. Searching our hearts, we should ask w hat we can do as individuals 
to dem onstrate our gratitude to God for all He has done. Such reflection can 
only add to the significance of this precious day of rem em brance.

Let us recom m it ourselves to that devotion to God and family that has played 
such an important role in making this a great Nation, and which will be 
needed as a source of strength if. we are to remain a great people.

NOW , TH EREFO RE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United Sta tes of 
A m erica, do hereby proclaim  Thursday, November 26, 1981, as Thanksgiving 
Day.

IN W ITN ESS W H EREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twelfth day of 
November, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-one, and of the 
Independence of the United States of A m erica the two hundred and sixth.

CTVajulÄx X^
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This section of the FED ERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 151Q.
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents.
Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FED ERAL REGISTER issue of each 
month.

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS 
AUTHORITY, GENERAL COUNSEL OF 
THE FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS 
AUTHORITY, AND FEDERAL SERVICE 
IMPASSES PANEL

5 CFR Ch. XIV

Change in Current Regional Office 
A ddress

a g e n c y : Federal Labor Relations 
Authority (including the General 
Counsel of the Federal Labor Relations 
Authority) and Federal Service 
Impasses Panel.
a c t i o n : Amendment of rules and 
regulations.

SUMMARY: This document amends 
Appendix A, paragraph (d)(3) (5 CFR 
Part 2400) (1981) of the rules and 
regulations of the Federal Labor 
Relations Authority (Authority), General 
Counsel of the Federal Labor Relations 
Authority (General Counsel), and 
Federal Service Impasses Panel (Panel), 
published at 5 CFR Part 2400 et seq . to 
establish a new address for the 
Authority’s Washington, D.C., Regional 
Office.
e f f e c t i v e  DATE: November 2,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Alvin H. Gandal, Assistant General 
Counsel, (202) 382-0796.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Effective 
January 28,1980, the Authority, General 
Counsel and Panel published, at 45 FR 
3482, final rules and regulations to 
govern the processing of cases by the 
Authority, General Counsel and Panel 
under chapter 71 of title 5 of the United 
States Code. These rules and regulations 
are required by Title VII of the Civil 
Service Reform Act of 1978 and are set 
forth in 5 CFR Part 2400 et seq . (1981). 
Appendix A, paragraph (d) of the 
foregoing rules and regulations sets forth 
the office addresses and telephone

numbers of the Regional Directors of the 
Authority. This amendment sets forth 
the new address of the Washington,
D.C., Regional Office of the Authority 
(The telephone numbers remain 
unchanged).

Accordingly, Appendix A, paragraph • 
(d)(3) of the Authority, General Counsel, 
and Panel rules and regulations (5 CFR 
Part 2400 et seq. (1981) is revised to read 
as follows:
Appendix A to 5 CFR Ch. XIV—Current 
Addresses and Geographic Jurisdictions 
* * * * *

(d) The Office addresses of Regional 
Direetors of the Authority are as follows: 
* * * * *
(3) Washington Regional Office—111118th 

Street NW., Suite 700, Washington, D.C. 
20036, Telephone: FTS 653-8452, 
Commercial: (202) 653-8452 

* * * * *
(5 U.S.C. 7134)

Dated: November 10,1981.
For the Authority.

James J. Shepard,
Executive Director.

For the General Counsel.
S. Jesse Reuben,
Deputy G eneral Counsel, Federal Labor 
Relations Authority.
[FR Doc. 81-32992 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6727-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

7 CFR Part 29

Allocation of Tobacco inspection 
Service; Eligibility for Price Support

a g e n c y : Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : The regulations governing the 
availability of tobacco inspection and 
price support services to flue-cured 
tobacco on designated markets are 
amended to incorporate certain 
recommendations of the Flue-Cured 
Tobacco Advisory Committee as 
approved by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. The amendments provide 
for sales schedule adjustments for 
warehouses which fail to comply with 
the approved sales schedules.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Paul T. Donovan, Acting Director,

Tobacco Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C. 20250 (202) 447-2567.

SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: Notice 
was given (46 FR 39438, August 3,1981) 
that the Department was considering 
amending its regulations relating to the 
availability of tobacco inspection and 
price support services with regard to 
flue-cured tobacco by amending Subpart 
G—Policy Statement and Regulations 
Governing Availability of Tobacco 
Inspection and Price Support Services to 
Flhe-Cured Tobacco on Designated 
Markets (7 CFR Part 29).

The aforesaid policy statement and 
regulations are statements of agency 
policy and rules and regulations issued 
pursuant to the authority of the Tobacco 
Inspection Act of 1935 (49 Stat. 731; 7 
U.S.C. 511 et seq.); the Agricultural Act 
of 1949, as amended (63 Stat. 1051; 7 
U.S.C. 1421 et seq.\, and the Commodity 
Credit Corporation Charter Act, as 
amended (62 Stat. 1970; 15 U.S.C. 714 et 
seq .).

Because of concerns which were 
raised by certain segments of the flue- 
cured tobacco industry relating to the 
enforcement of the 1980 sales schedule 
and in the interest of providing for the 
orderly and equitable marketing of flue- 
cured tobacco throughout the region, the 
Department amended its regulations 
governing grower designation on an 
interim basis (48 FR 65179, October 2, 
1980). It was determined that there was 
an apparent need to reassess the 
regulations in an effort to arrive at a 
more appropriate method of adjusting 
sales schedules of warehouses found to 
be in violation of the approved sales 
schedules. The Flue-Cured Tobacco 
Advisory Committee at an emergency 
meeting held in Raleigh, North Carolina, 
on September 5,1980, made certain 
recommendations and reiterated its 
support of these recommendations at a 
May 8,1981, meeting. This 37-member 
committee represents all segments and 
geographic areas of the flue-cured 
tobacco industry and serves in an 
advisory capacity to the Secretary by 
recommending opening dates, selling 
schedules, and operating procedures for 
the marketing of flue-cured tobacco.

Interested parties had until September
2,1981, to comment on this proposal and 
no comments were received.
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The Department, after giving careful 
consideration to the Committee’s 
recommendations and the effectiveness 
of the 1980 amended regulations, has 
determined that such recommendations, 
with appropriate modifications and 
conforming changes, are reasonable and 
necessary in the interest of providing for 
the orderly marketing of flue-cured 
tobacco during the 1981 and succeeding 
marketing seasons.

The Department hereby adopts the 
proposal published on August 3,1981 (46 
FR 39438) as these regulations were in 
effect from September 1980 to the end of 
the 1980 marketing season. All 
interested parties are aware of and have 
operated under these regulations during 
the later part of the 1980 marketing 
season, and the Flue-Cured Tobacco 
Advisory Committee has recommended 
that the regulations that were in effect 
from September 1980 to the end of the 
1980 marketing season should be 
implemented for the 1981 and 
succeeding marketing seasons.

In view of the foregoing the 
regulations are revised as follows:

(a) With respect to designated 
producer tobacco, the amended 
regulations will provide for the first and 
second violations, sales adjustments 
will be made on producer sales 
opportunity and further that for the third 
violation, sales adjustments will be 
made on producer sales opportunity on 
the basis of the larger of five times the 
excess (over 2500 pounds) or 50 percent 
of the sale.

(b) With respect to undesignated 
producer tobacco, the amended 
regulations will provide that sales 
adjustments for excess sales will be 
made on the following basis:

(i) Less than 500 pounds—repay 
within 3 sales days, as is currently 
provided for in 7 CFR 29.9406.

(ii) More than 500 pounds—for the 
first violation, repay the larger of three 
times the excess (over 500 pounds) or 
1000 pounds from producer sales 
opportunity; for the second and 
subsequent violations, repay the larger 
of five times the excess (over 500) or 
5000 pounds from producer sales 
opportunity.

(c) With respect to designated 
producer tobacco which is not eligible 
for sale at the warehouse on the date of 
sale, the amended regulations will 
provide that: for the first violation, repay 
the larger of 2500 pounds or three times 
the excess, for the second and 
succeeding violations, repay the larger 
of 5000 pounds or five times the excess.

(d) With respect to resales, the 
operational policies and procedures will 
reflect that such resale adjustments are 
applicable to both auction-purchased

and nonauction-purchased resales and 
further that for the first violation, the 
resale adjustment will be the larger of 
two times the excess or 50 percent of the 
auction or nonauction-purchased resale 
opportunity.

The final rule has been reviewed 
under procedures established to 
implement Executive Order 12291 and 
has been classified a non-major rule. 
Initial review of the regulations 
contained-in 7 CFR, Part 29, for need, 
currency, clarity, and effectiveness will 
be made within the next 5 years.

Additionally, in conformance with the 
provisions of Public Law 96-354, 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, consideration 
has been given to the potential 
economic impact upon small business. 
Tobacco warehousemen and producers 
fall within the confines of "small 
business,” as defined in the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. It has been determined 
that there will be no economic impact 
upon small entities by the revision of 
regulations governing the grower 
designation program.

PART 29—TOBACCO INSPECTION

Therefore, § § 29.9406 and 29.9407 are 
revised to read as follows:

§ 29.9406 Failure of warehouse to comply 
with opening and selling schedule.

(a) Each warehouse shall comply with 
opening and selling schedules issued by 
the Secretary for designated and 
undesignated flue-cured tobacco.

(b) For each of any two consecutive 
sales days during the marketing season 
a warehouse may exceed its scheduled 
sales opportunity for designated or 
undesignated tobacco, but the pounds 
sold during the second or third sales day 
must be adjusted so the warehouse will 
be back in compliance at the end of the 
third sales day or no tobacco inspection 
or price support services will be made 
available on the next succeeding sales 
day. Any such adjustment which is 
within 100 pounds of the required 
reduction shall be considered as in 
compliance with this section. During the 
closeout period, if a warehouse sells 
tobacco in excess of that allowed by the 
sales schedule on either of the last two 
sales days of the marketing season, then 
such excess sales shall be deducted 
from its scheduled sales opportunity on 
the first, or more, sales days of the next 
marketing season.

(c) The amount of the poundage 
adjustment specified in paragraph (b) of 
this section for a warehouse selling in 
excess of the sales schedule shall be as 
follows:

(1) If the excess is 2500 pounds or less 
of designated producer tobacco, the

adjustment in producer sales 
opportunity shall be one pound for each 
pound of excess; sales in excess of 2500 
pounds shall be a violation of the sales 
schedule and the adjustment for the first 
violation shall be 2500 pounds plus the 
larger of 3 pounds for each pound in 
excess of 2500 pounds or 2500 pounds; 
for the second violation, the adjustment 
shall be 2500 pounds plus the larger of 5 
pounds for each pound in excess of 2500 
pounds or 5000 pounds; and for the third 
and subsequent violations, the 
adjustment shall be 2500 pounds plus 
the larger of 5 pounds for each pound in 
excess of 2500 pounds or 50 percent of a 
scheduled day’s sales opportunity.

(2) If the excess is 500 pounds or less 
of undesignated producer tobacco, the 
adjustment in producer sales 
opportunity is one pound for each pound 
of excess; if the excess is larger than 500 
pounds, the adjustment is 500 pounds 
plus the larger of 3 pounds for each 
pound in excess of 500 pounds or 1000 
pounds.

(3) If the excess is designated 
producer tobacco that is not eligible for 
sale at the warehouse on the day of the 
sale, the adjustment in producer sales 
opportunity for the first violation is the 
larger of 3 pounds for each pound in 
excess or 2500 pounds, and for the 
second and succeeding violations, the 
larger of 5 pounds for each pound in 
excess or 5000 pounds.

(d) If, on any sales day, a warehouse 
does not sell the full quantity of 
designated or undesignated tobacco 
authorized to be sold at such 
warehouse, the designated or 
undesignated sales opportunity at such 
warehouse on the next immediate sales 
day shall automatically be increased by 
the unsold quantity except that no such 
increase in sales opportunity shall 
exceed 2500 pounds for designated 
tobacco or 250 pounds for undesignated 
tobacco.

§29.9407 Records and reports.
(a) Each warehouse, on a designated 

market, shall provide the Secretary with 
any information that is requested on * 
forms provided said warehouse by the 
Secretary.

(b) Each warehouse shall keep records 
for a period of two years from the 
opening of the marketing season in 
which the tobacco.is sold, and make 
available to the Secretary such records 
as are necessary for the Secretary to 
verify the information required by 
paragraph (a) of this section.

(c) Failure to comply with the 
requirements of this section including 
but not limited to failure to provide 
information which is accurate, shall
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result in suspension of tobacco 
inspection services for a minimum of the 
equivalent of one sales day or until such 
time as the warehouse comes into 
compliance.

Dated: November 6,1981.
C. W. McMillan,
Assistant Secretary, M arketing and' 
Inspection Services. '
[FR Doc. 81-37910 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 81-EA-44; Arndt. 39-4258]

Airworthiness Directive; Avco 
Lycoming

a g e n c y : Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment revises and 
amends AD 81-18-04 applicable to 
various Avco Lycoming type aircraft 
engines. AD 81-18-04 requires the 
replacement of the sintered iron 
impellers in the engine oil pump. This 
amendment clarifies and expands the 
AD to permit the easier identification of 
the subject impellers and address 
engines which have more than 2000 
hours of service. Loss of the impellers 
could cause engine failure. 
e f f e c t i v e  d a t e : November 19,1981. 
Compliance is required as set forth in 
the AD.
ADDRESS: Avco Lycoming Service 
Bulletins may be acquired from the 
manufacturer at Williamsport, 
Pennsylvania 17701.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
I. Mankuta, Propulsion Section, AEA- 
214, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, Federal Building, J.F.K. 
International Airport, Jamaica, New 
York 11430; Tel. 212-995-2894. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Due to 
many inquiries on the coverage of AD 
81-18-04, it was determined to revise 
the AD so as to clarify its purpose and 
also address engines which had not 
been covered in the original publication. 
Since this is a continuing air safety 
issue, notice or public procedure hereon 
are impracticable and good cause exists 
for making the amendment effective in 
less than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 

delgated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation

Regulations, 14 CFR 39.13 is amended, 
by amending AD 81-18-04 as follows:

1. In the Applicability paragraph: 
Change the word “Applies” to 
“Applicability:” (with a colon after 
Applicability). After the words “series 
engines” add the following:
except O-320-H2AD, O-360-E1A6D, LO-360- 
E1A6D, TO-360-E1A6D, LTO-360-E1A6D, 
IO-540-P1A5, IO-540-R1A5, IO-540-S1A5 
and 0 -540/10-540  series engines built with 
large capacity oil pumps and dual magnetos 
designated with “5D" in the model suffix.

2. In Paragraph (a)(1), delete “later 
approved revision” and insert 
“approved alternate method”

3. In Paragraph (b): Delete “10-360- 
A1B6D” and insert “IO-360-A1B6D/- 
A3B6D”. Add "regardless of serial 
numbers” between engines and 
overhauled. Add “regardless of serial 
numbers” between engines and shipped.

4. In Paragraph (b)(1) delete “455 
dated April 10,1981, or later approved 
revision,” and insert “455A dated April
24,1981, or approved alternate.”

5. Revised Paragraph (c) to read as 
follows:

(c) For all other engines with sintered iron 
impellers in the subject Applicability 
paragraph not specifically listed in 
Paragraphs (a) and (b) above, comply with 
AVCO Lycoming Service Bulletin No. 456 
dated August 21,1981, or an approved 
alternate within 100 hours in service after the 
effective date of this AD (as amended 
November 19,1981) or at 2000 hours since 
new or last overhaul, whichever is later.

6. Add the following paragraph after 
Paragraph (c):

Alternate methods of compliance must be 
approved by the Chief, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, FAA Eastern Region.

Note.—Reference should be made to engine 
log book records, Lycoming build records, 
and pertinent service bulletins. Service 
Bulletins Nos. 381C and 385C describe a 
method to determine if the early design oil 
pump with aluminum/steel impellers is 
installed.

Effective Date: This amendment is 
effective November 19,1981.
(Sections 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 
1354(a), 1421,1423,1431(b); sec. 6(c), 
Department of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 
1655(c) and 14 CFR 11.89.)

Note.—The Federal Aviation 
Administration has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation that is 
not major under Executive Order 12291. It has 
been further determined that this document 
involves an emergency regulation under 
Department of Transportation Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26,1979). If this action is 
subsequently determined to involve a 
significant regulation, a final regulatory 
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be 
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket

(otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A 
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by 
contacting the person identified above under 
the caption “For Further Information 
Contact."

This rule is a final order of the 
Administrator under the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. As 
such, it is subject to review only by the 
courts of appeals of the United States or 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia.

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on November
4,1981.
Timothy L. Hartnett,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32863 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[D ocke t No. 81-NW -21-AD ; Arndt. 39-4263]

Airworthiness Directive; DeHavilland 
Aircraft of Canada Model DHC-7 
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT..
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : On April 10,1981, the FAA 
issued a telegraphic Airworthiness 
Directive (AD) T81-08-51, to all known 
operators of DeHavilland DHC-7 series 
airplanes, serial numbers 3 through 42 
inclusive. This AD required an 
inspection and eventual replacement of 
certain barrel nuts on the main landing 
gear actuator joint to wing attachment 
bracket and on the Number 4 flap track 
joint to wing attachment brackets. 
Failure of these nuts could cause a 
landing gear or flap malfunction. This 
AD is hereby published in the Federal 
Register to make it effective to all 
persons.
d a t e s : November 25,1981. This AD was 
effective earlier to all recipients of 
telegraphic AD T81-08-51 dated April
10,1981.
ADDRESSES: The service bulletins 
specified in this airworthiness directive 
may be obtained upon request to 
DeHavilland Aircraft of Canada Ltd., 
Downview, Ontario M3K145, or may be 
examined at thè Federal Aviation 
Administration, Northwest Mountain 
Region, 9010 East Marginal Way South, 
Seattle, Washington 98108.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Harold N. Wantiez, Foreign Aircraft 
Certification Branch, ANM-150S, FAA 
Northwest Mountain Region, 9010 E. 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington 98108, telephone (206) 767- 
2530.
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SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: A safety 
hazard may exist on DeHavilland DHC- 
7 airplanes, serial numbers 3 through 42 
inclusive, owing to the installation of 
defective barrel nuts on the main 
landing gear actuator to wing 
attachment brackets and on the number 
four flap track joint to wing attachment 
bracket. A failure of these nuts could 
cause a malfunction of the landing gear 
or the flaps.

Since this condition was likely to exist 
or develop on other airplanes of the 
same type design, a telegraphic 
airworthiness directive was issued 
which requires inspections and 
modifications to certain DeHavilland 
DHC-7 series airplanes. It is now 
published to make it effective to all 
persons.

Since a situation existed and still 
exists that requires the immediate 
adoption of this regulation, it is found 
that notice and public procedure hereon 
are impractical, and good cause exists 
for making this amendment effective in 
less than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended 
by adding the following new 
airworthiness directive:
DeHavilland Aircraft of Canada: Applies to 

DeHavilland DHC-7 series airplanes, 
serial numbers 3 through 42 inclusive.

1. To prevent failure of the main landing 
gear to extend, unless already accomplished, 
accomplish the following within the next ten 
hours time-in-service:

A. Using a suitable sharp pointed tool, 
attempt to rotate the thickest washer under 
the head of each bolt attaching the main 
landing gear actuator brackets P/N’s _  
757105433-003 and 75710542-003 to the wing 
skin on each inboard nacelle.

B. If rotation is observed, replace existing 
barrel nuts DSC 100-8, retainers and washers 
with Esna barrel nuts P/N 2452-080 and 
washers P/N’s MS20002-C8 and MS20002-8 
in accordance with DeHavilland Engineering 
Order 72136 prior to further flight. Torque 
bolts to 850-900 inch-lbs and wirelock.

2. To prevent possible malfunction of the 
flaps, unless already accomplished, 
accomplish the following within the next ten 
hours time-in-service:

A. Using a %6 inch, 12 point socket wrench 
with standard length handle, attempt to 
tighten all bolts attaching the number 4 flap 
track bracket to each wing. Ref. PSM1-7-4, 
Chapter 57-52-00, Fig. 15, Item 160, for bolt 
location.

B. If movement of the bolt head is 
observed, replace existing barrel nuts DSC 
100-8 with Esna barrel nuts P/N 2452-080 
using additional MS20002-C8 washers, as 
required, to ensure correct bolt engagement 
in accordance with Engineering Order 72139

prior to further flight. Torque bolts to 900- 
1000 inch-lbs.

3. For aircraft Serial Numbers 28 through 42 
inclusive, repeat inspections specified in 
paragraphs 1 and 2 above daily until 
replacement of existing barrel nuts DSC 100- 
8 is accomplished, in accordance with 
subparagraphs IB and 2B, above.

4. For aircraft Serial Numbers 28 through 42 
inclusive, replacement of existing barrel nuts 
DSC 100-8 is required within 50 hours time- 
in-service following receipt of this AD.

5. Alternate means of compliance or other 
actions which provide an equivalent level of 
safety may be used when approved by the 
Chief, Seattle Area Aircraft Certification 
Office, FAA Northwest Mountain Region.

The manufacturer's specifications and 
procedures identified and described in this 
directive are incorporated herein and made a 
part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1). All 
persons affected by this directive who have 
not already received these documents from 
the manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to the addresses listed above. These 
documents may also be examined at FAA 
Northwest Mountain Region, 9010 East 
Marginal W ay South, Seattle, Washington. 
98108.

This amendment becomes effective 
November 25,1981 and was effective 
earlier to those recipients of Telegraphic 
AD T-81-08-51 dated April 10,1981.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)): 14 
CFR 11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation that is 
not major under Executive Order 12291. It has 
been further determined that this document 
involves an emergency regulation under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR 
11034; February 28,1979). If this action is 
subsequently determined to involve a 
significant regulation, a final regulatory 
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be 
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket 
(otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A 
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by 
contracting the person identified above under 
the caption “ f o r  f u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n

C O N T A C T .”

This rule is a final order of the 
Administrator under the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. As 
such, it is subject to review only by the 
courts of appeals of the United States or 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on 
November 5,1981.
Charles R. Foster,
Director, Northwest Mountain Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32866 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39 «

[Docket No. 81-EA-28; Arndt. 39-4265]

Airworthiness Directive; DeHavilland 
DHC-6

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This directive amends 
Airworthiness Directive (A.D.) 71-01-01 
applicable to DeHavilland DHC-6 
horizontal tailplane outboard hinge 
fittings. This A.D., which requires the 
inspection, repair and replacement, if 
necessary, of the hinge fittings, is 
amended to limit its requirements to 
aircraft S/N1 through S/N 285 and 
deletes the repetitive inspection 
requirements. This amendment is made 
to reflect the more thorough production 
line inspection of the hinge fittings in 
aircraft S/N 286 and subsequent and the 
fact that there have been no reports of 
problems with these parts for the past 
five years.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 19,1981. 
Compliance is required as set forth in 
the AD.
ADDRESS: DeHavilland Service Bulletins 
may be acquired from the manufacturer 
at Downsview, Ontario, Canada, M3K 
145.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
L. Lipsius, Airframe Section, AEA-212, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
Federal Building, J.F.K. International , 
Airport, Jamaica, New York 11430; Tel. 
212-995-2875.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: This 
A.D. was- originally prompted by the 
failure of a lug on a tailplane outboard 
hinge fitting after 4000 hours in service. 
The original A.D. applied to all DHC-6 
aircraft.

It has now been established that 
aircraft S/N 286 and subsequent were 
more thoroughly inspected on the 
production fine as a substitute for the 
one-time, special inspection called for in 
the DeHavilland Service Bulletin. 
Therefore, this amendment limits the 
A.D.’s requirements to aircraft S/N 1 
through S/N 285.

In addition, the repetitive inspection 
requirement is deleted as there have 
been no problems reported with these 
parts for the past five years and as all 
DHC-6 aircraft are subject to part 
reinspection, in accordance with 
DeHavilland DHC-6 Inspection 
Requirements Manual PSM 1-6-7, 
Chapter 55.

In view of the fact that this 
amendment relaxes present 
requirements and imposes no additional
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burdens on anyone, notice and public 
procedure are unnecessary and good 
cause exists for making this amendment 
effective in less than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 

delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, 14 CFR 39.13 is amended, 
by amending AD 71-01-01 as follows:

Amend AD 71-01-01, Amendment 39- 
1223, as follows:

1. Change applicability statement to 
read:

“Applies to DeHavilland DHC-6 Twin 
Otter airplanes, Serial Number (S/N) 1 
through 285, certificated in all categories.”

2. Change “1500 hours’ time in 
service” to “1500 hours in service”.

3. In paragraph (a), change:
(a) "50 hours’ time in service” to "50 

hours in service”
(b) Delete the phrase: "and at 

intervals thereafter not to exceed 200 
hours’ time in service from the last 
inspection”

(c) Add: “visual” before "inspection 
procedure”

4. Delete paragraph (b) completely.
Effective Date: This amendment is

effective November 19,1981.
(Sections 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 
1354(a), 1421,1423, and 1431(b); sec. 6(c), 
Department of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 
1655(c) and 14 CFR 11.89)

Note.—The Federal Aviation 
Administration has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation that is 
not major under Executive Order 12291. It has 
been further determined that this document 
involves an emergency regulation under 
Department of Transportation Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 F R 11034; 
February 26,1979). If this action is 
subsequently determined to involve a 
significant regulation, a final regulatory 
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be 
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket 
(otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A 
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by 
contacting the person identified above under 
the caption “For Further Information 
Contact.”

This rule is a final order of the 
Administrator under the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. As 
such, it is subject to review only by the 
courts of appeals of the United States or 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia.

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on November
4,1981.
Timothy L. Hartnett,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32867 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Airworthiness Docket No. 81-ASW-37; 
Arndt. 39-4261]

Airworthiness Directives; Fairchiid 
Swearingen Corp. Models SA226-T, 
SA226-T(B), SA226-AT, SA226-TC

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This amendment adopts a 
new airworthiness directive (AD) which 
requires the removal of the words "and 
icing conditions” from the Limitations 
Section of the FAA approved Airplane 
Flight Manual and the installation of a 
placard on the instrument panel stating, 
"Flight into icing conditions prohibited” 
until the installation of an auto ignition 
system is accomplished. This AD is 
necessary to prevent operation in icing 
conditions wherein ice shed from the 
propeller spinner could be ingested into 
the engine inlet, resulting in flameout 
and subsequent total loss of engine 
power.
d a t e : Effective November 19,1981.

Compliance required within the next 
10 hours’ time in service after the 
effective date of this AD.
ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from the 
Director of Product Support, Fairchild 
Swearingen Corporation, P.O. Box 
32486, San Antonio, Texas 78284.

These documents may be examined at 
the Office of the Regional Counsel, 
Southwest Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 4400 Blue Mound Road, 
Fort Worth, Texas, or Rules Docket in 
Room 916, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Martin J. Saunders, Propulsion Section, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
ASW-214, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 1689, Fort 
Worth, Texas 76101, telephone number 
(817) 624-4911, extension 525. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: There 
have been two confirmed incidents 
involving Swearingen Model SA226-TC 
airplanes that have experienced engine 
flameout and total loss of power to one 
engine, one suspected flameout of one 
engine, and several incidents of power 
loss following the ingestion of ice shed 
from the propeller spinner. As a result of 
these incidents, the FAA has determined 
that ice buildup on the propeller spinner, 
when shed, could be ingested into the 
engine inlet resulting in engine flameout 
and total los8 of engine power. Since 
this condition is likely to develop on 
other airplanes of the same and similar

type designs, this AD is being issued 
which requires the removal of the 
words, "and icing conditions” from the 
Limitations Section of the FAA 
approved Airplane Flight Manual and 
installation of a placard, minimum Vi 
inch lettering, in front of and in clear 
view of the pilot stating, "Flight into 
icing conditions prohibited” on 
Swearingen Model SA226-T, SA226- 
T(B), SA226-AT, and SA226-TC 
airplanes. Flight into known icing 
conditions can be performed after 
compliance with Fairchild Swearingen 
Corporation Service Bulletin SB 74-002 
which alleviates the flight manual and 
placard limitations.

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this 
regulation, it is found that notice and 
public procedure hereon are 
impracticable and good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective in less 
than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended 
by adding the following new 
airworthiness directive:
Swearingen: Applies to the following airplane 

models approved for flight into known 
icing: Model SA226-T (Serial Numbers 
T-205E; T-215E, T-201 through T-275 and 
T-277 through T-291); Model SA226-T(B) 
(Serial Numbers T-276; T-303E; and T -  
292 through T-419); Model SA226-AT 
(Serial Numbers AT-003E, AT-038E, AT- 
062E, AT-064E, and AT-001 through A T- 
419); and Model SA226-TC (Serial 
Numbers TC-211E, TC-211EE, TC- 
211EEE, TC-211EEEE, TC-202E, TC- 
208E, TC-215E, TC-222E, TC-222EE, TC- 
227E, TC-228E, TC-229E, TC-234E, TC- 
237E, TC-238E, TC-239E, TC-255E, TC- 
246E, and TC-201 through TC-419) 
airplanes. (Airworthiness Directive 
Docket No. 81-ASW-37.)

Compliance is required within the next 10 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD unless already accomplished.

To prevent operation in icing conditions 
wherein ice shed from the propeller spinner 
could be ingested into the engine inlet, 
resulting in flameout and subsequent total 
loss of engine power, accomplish the 
following:

(a) Strike from the Type of Operations 
paragraph in the Operation Limitations 
Section of the FAA approved Airplane Flight 
Manual the words, “and icing conditions.”

(b) Install a placard, minimum % inch 
lettering, on the instrument panel in plain 
view of the pilot stating, "Flight into known 
icing conditions prohibited."

Note.—Installation of an auto ignition 
system in accordance with Fairchild 
Swearingen Corporation Service Bulletin SB
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74-002 dated October 22,1981, removes the 
limitations in (a) and (b) above.

(c) Any alternate equivalent method of 
compliance with this airworthiness directive 
must be approved by the Chief, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, Flight Standards 
Division, Southwest Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration.

The manufacturer’s specifications and 
procedures identified and described in this 
directive are incorporated herein and made a 
part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1). All 
persons affected by this directive who have 
not already received these documents from 
the manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to Director of Product Support, 
Fairchild Swearingen Corporation, P.O. Box 
32486, San Antonio, Texas 78284. These 
documents may also be examined at the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Southwest 
Region, Federal Aviation Administration,
4400 Blue Mound Road, Fort Worth, Texas, 
and at the FAA Headquarters, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. A historical file on this AD, which 
includes the incorporated material in full, is 
maintained by the FAA at their headquarters 
in Washington, D.C, and at the Southwest 
Regional Office in Fort Worth, Texas.

This amendment becomes effective 
November 19,1981.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which is not 
considered to be major under Executive 
Order 12291 or significant under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR 
11034, February 26,1979) and will not have 
significant economic effect on a substantial 
number of small entities under the criteria of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act since it 
involves relatively low cost per aircraft. A 
final regulatory evaluation has been prepared 
for this regulation and has been placed in the 
docket. A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the person identified under the 
caption “FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT.”

This rule is a final order of the 
Administrator under the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. As 
such, it is subject to review only by the 
courts of appeals .of the United States, or 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on November
2.1981.

C. R. Melugin, Jr.,
Director, Southwest Region.
{FR Doc. 81-32865 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 81-EA-8; Arndt 39-4264]

Airworthiness Directive; Piper PA-18- 
180

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment issues a 
new airworthiness directive applicable 
to Piper PA 18-180 type airplanes. It 
requires an inspection of the lower 
fuselage attachment tab for cracks and 
replacement where necessary. The 
inspection and replacement, if 
necessary, is required prior to further 
flight. The failure of the tab can cause 
damage to the stabilizer and possible 
loss of control of the aircraft.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 19,1981. 
Compliance is required as set forth in 
the AD.
ADDRESSES: Piper Service Bulletin 706 
may be acquired from the manufacturer 
at Piper Aircraft Corporation, 820 East 
Bald Eagle Street, Lock Haven, 
Pennsylvania 17745.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
C. Kallis, Airframe Section, AEA-212, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
Federal Building, J.F.K. International 
Airport, Jamaica, New York 11430; Tel. 
212-995-2875.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: There 
had been reports that airplanes suffered 
failures of the lower fuselage stabilizer 
wire supports. After investigation, the 
manufacturer determined that the 
method of welding used on a certain 
number of aircraft was causing metal 
embrittlement and thus cracking. An 
airmail letter dated March 13,1981, was 
transmitted to all known owners of the 
airplanes directing them to inspect and 
assure that the tab área was free of 
cracks. The present rule covers the same 
subject. Since a situation exists that 
requires the immediate adoption of this 
regulation, it is found that notice and 
public procedure hereon are 
impracticable, and good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective in less 
than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 

delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, 14 CFR 39.13 is amended, 
by issuing a new airworthiness directive 
as follows:
Pipen Applies to Piper PA-18-150 Airplanes, 

S /N 18-8602 thru 18-8109013, certificated 
in all categories.

Compliance required as indicated.

To prevent failure of the lower fuselage 
attachment tab which connects the lower 
horizontal stabilizer brace wire to the 
fuselage, accomplish the following:

(a) Within the next 10 hours in service after 
the effective date of this AD, unless already 
accomplished, conduct a visual inspection of 
the lower fuselage attachment tab, Piper P/N 
80292-15, in the area of the welds for cracks.
If cracks are found, install the tail brace wire 
support in accordance with the Instructions 
Section of Piper Service Bulletin 706 dated 
February 23,1981, or approved alternate 
method, prior to further flight. If no cracks are 
found, install the tail brace wire support in 
accordance with (b) or (c), as appropriate.

(b) For airplanes with less than 500 hours 
in service on the effective date of this AD, 
within the next 10 hours in service, unless 
already accomplished, install the tail brace 
wire support in accordance with the 
Instructions Section of Piper Service Bulletin 
706 dated February 23,1981.

(c) For airplanes with 500 hours or more 
time in service on the effective date of this 
AD, within the next 100 hours in service, 
unless already accomplished, install the tail 
brace wire support in accordance with the 
Instructions Section of Piper Service Bulletin 
706 dated February 23,1981.

(d) Report findings of cracked parts to the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, FAA, Eastern Region, within five 
days of the inspection; include the time on 
the part and aircraft serial number.
(Reporting approved by the Office of 
Management and Budget under OMB No. 04- 
R0174.)

(e) Alternative inspections, alterations, or 
repairs which provide an equivalent level of 
safety may be used when approved by the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, FAA, Eastern Region.

(f) Upon submission of substantiating data 
by an owner or operator through an FAA 
Maintenance Inspector, the Chief,
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA, 
Eastern Region may adjust the compliance 
times specified in this AD.

Note.—Retention of original tab fitting P/N  
80292-15 on the airplane is optional.

Effective Date: This amendment is 
effective November 19,1981, for all 
persons except those to whom it was 
made effective immediately by airmail 
letter dated March 13,1981.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421,1423, and 1431(b); sec. 6(c), Department 
of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c) and 
14 CFR 11.89)

Note.—Hie Federal Aviation 
Administration has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation that is 
not major under Executive Order 12291. It has 
been further determined that this document 
involves an emergency regulation under 
Department of Transportation Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26,1979). If this action is 
subsequently determined to involve a 
significant regulation, a final regulatory 
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be
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prepared and placed in the regulatory docket 
(otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A 
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by 
contacting the person identified above under 
the caption “For Further Information 
Contact.”

This rule is a final order of the 
Administrator under the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. As 
such, it is subject to review only by the 
courts of appeals of the United States or 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia.

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on November
4,1981.
Timothy L. Hartnett,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32869 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CO DE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 81-SO-54; Arndt No. 39-4260]

Airworthiness Directives; Teledyne 
Continental Motors 10-520, TSIO-520, 
and GTSIO-520 Series Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This amendment adopts a 
new Airworthiness Directive (AD) 
which requires checking for fuel leaks, 
subsequent inspections of fuel pump for 
leaks, loose through bolts, and 
corrective maintenance action as 
necessary on certain Teledyne 
Continental Motors 10-520, TSIO-520 
and GTSIO-520 engines. The AD is 
needed to detect and correct leaking fuel 
pumps which could result in a 
powerplant fire.
d a t e s : Effective November 23,1981.

Compliance schedule—as prescribed 
in body of AD.
a d d r e s s e s : The applicable service 
bulletin may be obtained from Teledyne 
Continental Motors, P.O. Box 90, Mobile, 
Alabama 36601.

A copy of the service bulletin is 
contained in the Rules Docket, Room 
275, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, FAA, Southern Region, 3400 
Norman Berry Drive, East Point, Georgia 
30344.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Walter G. Stiner, ASO-214, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA, 
Southern Region, P.O. Box 20636,
Atlanta, Georgia 30320, telephone (404) 
763-7435.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: There 
have been reports of loose fuel pump 
through bolts and leaking fuel pumps on 
certain Teledyne Continental Motors 
10-520, TSIO-520 and GTSIO-520 series

engines. This condition could cause 
inflight fires and contribute to accidents. 
Since this condition is likely to exist or 
develop on other engines of the same 
type design, an Airworthiness Directive 
is being issued which requires a check 
for fuel pump leaks, subsequent 
inspection of the fuel pump for fuel leaks 
and evidence of leakage and for loose 
fuel pump through bolts and, if 
necessary, appropriate corrective 
maintenance action on certain Teledyne 
Continental 10-520, TSIO-520 and 
GTSIO-520 series engines.

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this 
regulation, it is found that notice and 
public procedure hereon are 
impracticable and good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective in less 
than 30 days.
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended 
by adding the following new 
Airworthiness Directive (AD):
Teledyne Continental Motors: Applies to 

Models 10-520, TSIO-520 and GTSIO- 
520 (except GTSIO-520-F and K) engines 
equipped with engine driven fuel pumps 
serial numbers I0178XX through 
A0280XX, factory new or rebuilt engines 
which were assembled between 
September 1,1978, through July 31,1980, 
or fuel pumps which were replaced 
during that time.

The first characters of the fuel pump serial 
numbers reflect the date of manufacture. The 
first letter designates the month of 
manufacture starting with “A” for January, 
“B” for February, etc. The second and third 
digits designate the day of build (01 thru 31). 
The fourth and fifth digits indicate the year of 
build.

Subsequent digits indicate manufacturing 
sequence number of pump on a given day.

Compliance required as indicated unless 
already accomplished.

To prevent possible fuel leakage and 
potentiàl fire hazard, accomplish the 
following:

(a) Within 10 hours time in service after the 
effective date of this AD and thereafter at 
intervals not to exceed 10 hours time in 
service until (b) ^accomplished, visually 
check the fuel pump for evidence of fuel leaks 
from between the pump segments. If a leak is 
detected or fuel stains are present, (b) must 
be accomplished prior to further flight.

(b) Within 50 hours time in service after the 
effective date of this AD, accomplish the 
following:

(1) Remove safety wire from the four fuel 
pump through bolts.

(2) Torque the through bolts evenly in 
diagonally opposite pairs to 30 in-lbs. (± 1  in
lb.).

(3) Resafety wire through bolts.
(4) Upon completion of the above steps, 

place mixture control in “idle cutoff,”

pressurize the fuel system with the aircraft 
boost pump, and inspect for fuel leaks. If a 
fuel leak still exists, overhaul or replace the 
pump as appropriate.

(c) If fuel leaks were present before 
retorquing the bolts as required in paragraph 
(b), then during each of the next five 
preflights, place the mixture control in “idle 
cutoff,” pressurize the fuel system with the 
aircraft boost pump and check for fuel leaks 
or evidence of fuel leaks. If evidence of a fuel 
leak exists, overhaul or replace the pump as 
appropriate. This paragraph does not apply if 
the fuel pump was overhauled or replaced 
due to compliance with paragraph (b).

(d) The checks required by paragraphs (a) 
and (c) may be accomplished by a 
certificated pilot as authorized by FAR 
43.3(h).

(e) Make appropriate maintenance record 
entries.

Upon submission of substantiating data, 
through an FAA Aviation Safety Inspector, 
the Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch may adjust the inspection intervals.

An equivalent method of compliance may 
be approved by the Chief, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Southern Region.

Teledyne Continental Motors Service 
Bulletin M-80-26, Revision 1, applies to this 
subject.

This amendment becomes effective 
November 23,1981.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation that is 
not major under Section 8 of Executive Order 
12291. It is impracticable for the agency to 
follow the procedures of Order 12291 with 
respect to this rule since the rule must be 
issued immediately to correct an unsafe 
condition in aircraft. It has been further 
determined that this document involves an 
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26,1979); and will not have a 
significant economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the criteria of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act. An evaluation 
has been prepared and placed in the docket. 
A copy of it may be obtained by contacting 
the person identified above under the caption 
“FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT.”

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on October
30,1981.

Jonathan House,
Director, Southern Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32864 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 4910-13-M
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14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 81-EA-41; Arndt 39-4262]

Airworthiness Directive; Piper PA-36- 
285, 36-300, 36-375

a g e n c y : Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This amendment issues a 
new airworthiness directive (AD ) 
applicable to Piper PA-36-285, PA-36- 
300 and PA-36-375 aircraft. The AD 
requires the inspection of the rudder 
control, seat and harness cable 
assemblies for cracked shackles and 
replacement of the shackles, if 
necessary. The AD is prompted by 
Piper Aircraft’s reported findings of 
cracked shackles during a routine stock 
check. Defective assemblies could cause 
loss of control of the aircraft.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 19,1981. 
Compliance is required as set forth in 
the AD.
ADDRESSES: Piper Service Bulletins may 
be acquired from the manufacturer at 
Piper Aircraft Corportion, 820 East Bald 
Eagle Street, Lock Haven, Pennsylvania 
17745.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
C. Birkenholz, Airframe Section, AEA- 
212, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, Federal Building, J.F.K. 
International Airport, Jamaica, New 
York 11430; Tel. 212-995-2875. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: Piper 
Aircraft reported finding cracked 
shackles during a routine stock check. A 
subsequent check of several production 
aircraft revealed other, instances of 
cracked shackles. A metallurgical 
examination of five defective shackles 
indicated that the cracking was caused 
by the manufacturing process and would 
be detectable in the as-received part. 
Defective assemblies could cause loss of 
control of the aircraft. »

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this 
regulation, it is found that notice and 
public procedure are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making this 
amendment effective hi less than 30 
days.
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, 14 CFR 39.13 is amended, 
by issuing a new airworthiness directive 
as follows:
Piper: Applies to Piper airplane Models PA- 

36-285 and PA-36-300, S/N 36-7360001 
thru 36-8160001, 36-8160003, 36-8160004 
and 36-8160009 and PA-36-375, S/N 36-

7802001 thru 36-8102004, certificated in 
all categories.

To prevent failure of the rudder control 
system, and seat and harness cable 
assemblies, accomplish the following 
inspection or an approved equivalent.

(a) Within the next 15 hours in service after 
the effective date of this AD, inspect for 
cracks, using a dye penetrant method,

(1) Two Rudder Control Shackles, Piper P / 
N 486 566 (MS 20115-5), and

(2) Two MS 20115-5 shackles on seat and 
harness cable assemblies, Piper P/N 98193-10 
and 98193-9, respectively.

(b) Replace all shackles found cracked 
prior to further flight with new shackles Piper 
P/N 486 566 or equivalent which have been 
previously inspected for cracks in accordance 
with paragraph (a).

(c) Equivalent inspections or parts must be 
approved by the Chief, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Eastern Region.

(d) Compliance times may be increased by 
the Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, FAA, Eastern Region upon receipt of 
substantiating data submitted through an 
FAA Maintenance Inspector.

Effective Date: This amendment is 
effective November 19,1981.
(Sections 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 
1354(a), 1421,1423, and 1431(b); sec. 6(c), 
Department of Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 
1655(c) and 14 CFR 11.89)

Note.—The Federal Aviation 
Administration has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation that is 
not major under Executive Order 12291. It has 
been further determined that this document 
involves an emergency regulation under 
Department of Transportation Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 F R 11034; 
February 26,1979). If this action is 
subsequently determined to involve a 
significant regulation, a final regulatory 
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be 
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket 
(otherwise, an evaluation is not required). A 
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by 
contacting the person identified above under 
the caption “For Further Information 
Contact.”

This rule is a final order of the 
Administrator under the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. As 
such, it is subject to review only by the 
courts of appeals of the United States or 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia.

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on November
3,1981.

Brian J. Vincent,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32784 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 81-SO-21; Arndt. No. 39-4257]

Airworthiness Directives; Gulfstream 
American Model AA5, AA5A, and AA5B 
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This amendment adopts a 
new Airworthiness Directive (AD) 
which requires inspection of existing 
carburetor airbox filter screens and 
installation of improved filter screens on 
certain Gulfstream American Model 
AA5 and AA5A airplanes. In addition, 
this AD requires, on certain Gulfstream 
American Model AA5, AA5A, and 
AA5B airplanes, the inspection of the 
carburetor airbox for damage and the 
inspection of the carburetor air filter for 
deterioration; and requires the 
installation of a permanent warning 
placard on the exterior of the airbox. ̂  
This AD is needed to prevent the 
possible loss of engine power caused by 
filter or other foreign object ingestion 
into the carburetor as a result of a 
broken airbox, a broken airbox filter 
screen or a deteriorated air filter.
DATES: Effective November 16,1981. 
Compliance as prescribed in body of 
AD.
a d d r e s s e s : The applicable service 
bulletin may be obtained from 
Gulfstream American Corporation, P.O. 
Box 2206, Savannah, Georgia 31402.

A copy of the service bulletin is 
contained ip the Rules Docket, Room 
275, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, FAA, Southern Region, 3400 
Norman Berry Drive, East Point, Georgia 
30344.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert R. Goodall, ASO-214, telephone 
(404) 763-7435, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Southern 
Region, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, Georgia 
30320.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: There 
have been reports of carburetor airbox 
filter screens failing on certain 
Gulfstream American Model AA5 and 
AA5A airplanes. In addition, there have 
been reports of damaged or broken 
carburetor airboxes and deteriorated 
carburetor air filters on certain 
Gulfstream American Model AA5, 
AA5A, and AA5B airplanes. These 
incidents could result in the loss of 
engine power if the filter or any other 
foreign object obstructs the induction air 
from entering the carburetor. Since these 
conditions are likely to exist or develop 
on other airplanes of the same type
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design, and AD is being issued which 
requires inspection and replacement of 
the carburetor airbox filter screens on 
certain Gulfstream American Model 
AA5 and AA5A airplanes. In addition, 
this AD requires, on certain Gulfstream 
American Model AA5, AA5A, and 
AA5B airplanes, the inspection of the 
carburetor airbox for damage and the 
carburetor air filter for deterioration; 
and requires the installation of a 
permanent warning placard on the 
exterior of the airbox. The permanent 
warning placard is required to provide 
maintenance personnel with safety 
information regarding air filter servicing 
and replacement requirements.

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this 
regulation, it is found that notice and 
public procedure hereon are 
impracticable and good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective in less 
than 30 days.
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended 
by adding the following new 
Airworthiness Directive (AD):
Gulfstream American Corporation: Applies to 

Model AA5, Serial Numbers AA5-0641 
through AA5-0834; Model AA5A, Serial 
Numbers AA5A-0001 through AA5A- 
0900; Model AA5B, Serial Numbers 
AA5B-0001 through AA5B-1323, 
airplanes certificated in all categories.

Compliance required as indicated, unless 
already accomplished.

To prevent an engine power loss, 
accomplish the following:

Part I
For Model AA5 Serial Numbers AA5-0641 

through AA5-0834; Model AA5A Serial 
Numbers AA5A-0001 through AA5A-0900, 
accomplish the following: For airplanes with 
400 or more hours time in service on the 
effective date of this AD, comply with 
paragraphs (a) and (c) within 25 hours time in 
service from the effective date of this AD. 
Thereafter comply with paragraph (a) at 
intervals not to exceed 25 hours time in 
service from the last inspection until 
paragraph (b) has been accomplished and 
with paragraph (d) within the next 50 hours 
time in service from the effective date of this 
AD.

For airplanes with less than 400 hours time 
in service on the effective date of this AD, 
comply with paragraph (d) within the next 50 
hours time in service from the effective date 
of this AD and with paragraphs (a) and (c) 
prior to the accumulation of 425 hours total 
timé in service. Thereafter comply with 
paragraph (a) at intervals not to exceed 25 
hours time in service from the last inspection 
until paragraph (b) has been accomplished.

(a) Inspect both forward and aft carburetor 
airbox screens (Gulfstream American P/N

5503006-9) to determine if any of the wires 
are broken.

(1) If there are less than five broken wires 
per screen, inspect the induction system and 
the carburetor throat for filter material and 
correct, if necessary. Comply with paragraph 
(b) within 50 hours time in service from the 
first inspection under this paragraph.

(2) If there are five or more broken wires 
per screen, inspect the induction system and 
the carburetor throat for filter material and 
correct, if necessary. Comply with paragraph 
(b) before further flight.

(b) Install the improved filter retention 
screens (Gulfstream American P/N 5503006- 
20).

(c) Inspect the carburetor airbox for 
damage and the carburetor air filter for 
deterioration.

(1) If the airbox is found to have cracks, or 
loose or missing fasteners, replace or repair, 
as necessary, before further flight.

(2) If the air filter is found to be separated 
and/or deteriorated, replace with an 
appropriate serviceable filter before further 
flight.

(d) Within the next 50 hours time in service 
from the effective date of the AD, install a 
permanent warning placard, Gulfstream P/N 
5503014, on exterior of the airbox which 
reads:
"WARNING

Air Filter deterioration can cause engine 
power loss. Consult Aircraft Maintenance 
Manual for air filter servicing and 
replacement requirements.”

Part II
For Model AA5B, Serial Numbers AA5B- 

0001 through AA5B-1323, accomplish the 
following:

For airplanes with 400 or more hours time 
in service .on the effective date of this AD, 
comply with paragraph (a) within 25 hours 
time in service from the effective date of this 
AD. For dirplanes with less time than 400 
hours time in service on the effective date of 
this AD, comply with paragraph (a) prior to 
the accumulation of 425 hours time in service.

(a) Inspect the carburetor airbox for 
damage and the carburetor air filter for 
deterioration.

(1) If the airbox is found to have cracks, or 
loose or missing fasteners, replace or repair, 
as necessary, before further flight.

(2) If the air filter is found to be separated 
and/or deteriorated, replace with an 
appropriate serviceable filter before further 
flight.

(b) Within the next 50 hours time in service 
from the effective date of the AD, install a 
permanent warning placard, Gulfstream P/N  
5503014, on exterior of the airbox which 
reads:

"WARNING
Air Filter deterioration can cause engine 

power loss. Consult Aircraft Maintenance 
Manual for air filter servicing and 
replacement requirements.”

An equivalent method of compliance may 
be approved by the Chief, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Southern Region.

The airplane may be flown in accordance 
with FAR 21.197 and FAR 21.199 to a base

where these repairs and/or replacements can 
be performed.

Make the appropriate maintenance record 
entry for Parts I and II.

Gulfstream American Service Bulletin No. 
170 dated July 23,1981, pertains to Part I of 
this AD. Gulfstream American Service Letter 
No. 81-1 dated October 9,1981, pertains to 
Part II of this AD.

This amendment becomes effective 
November 16,1981.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1521, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation that is 
not major under Section 8 of Executive Order 
12291. It is impracticable for the agency to 
follow the procedures of Order 12291 with 
respect to this rule since the rule must be 
issued immediately to correct an unsafe 
condition in aircraft. It has been further 
determined that this document involves an 
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 F R 11034; 
February 26,1979); and will not have a 
significant economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the criteria of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act. An evaluation 
has been prepared and placed in the docket. 
A copy of it may be obtained by contacting 
the person identified above under the caption 
“FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT.”

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on October
30,1981.
George R. LaCaille,
Acting Director, Southern Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32862 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 81-SO-48; Arndt No. 39-4256]

Airworthiness Directive; Teledyne 
Continental Motors Model 360 Series 
Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment amends an 
existing Airworthiness Directive (AD) 
applicable to Teledyne Continental 
Motors (TCM) 360 Series Engines by 
making the AD applicable to Models 
TSIO-360-H, HB, and JB engines. This 
amendment also excludes those 10-360- 
KB engines from the AD which have 
complied with AD 80-07-03. The 
amendment is needed to make the AD 
applicable to other 360 series engines 
which are susceptible to the oil pump 
drive gear problem that exists or could 
develop on the engine models listed in 
the AD. This amendment is also needed
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to exclude from compliance with the AD 
those engines on which a similar AD,
80- 07-03, has been complied with. This 
amendment grants relief from the AD to 
certain factory remanufactured 360 
series engines.
DATES: Effective November 20,1981. 
Compliance as prescribed in body of 
AD.
ADDRESSES: The applicable section of 
TCM.Overhaul Manual, Form X-30030A, 
may be obtained from Teledyne 
Continental Motors, P.O. Box 90, Mobile, 
Alabama 36601.

A copy of the applicable section of 
TCM Overhaul Manual, Form X-30030A, 
service bulletin is also contained in the 
Rules Docket, Room 275, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA, 
Southern Region, 3400 Norman Berry 
Drive, East Point, Georgia 30344.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Walter G. Stiner, ASO-214, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA, 
Southern Region, P.O. Box 20636, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30320, telephone (404) 
763-7435.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment amends Amendment 39- 
4140, 46 FR 32860, AD 81-13-10, which 
currently requires inspection and, if 
necessary, replacement of the engine oil 
pump drive gear on certain TCM Model 
10-360, TSIO-360 and LTSIO-360 
engines. After issuing Amendment 39- 
41040, the FAA has determined that 
TCM TSIO-360-H, HB, and JB model 
engines are susceptible to the same oil 
pump drive gear problem as other 360 
series engines. The FAA has also 
determined that some TCM IO-360-KB 
engines have had AD 80-07-03 complied 
with and that certain factory 
remanufactured 360 series engines have 
been assembled in accordance with AD
81- 13-10. Therefore, the FAA is 
amending Amendment 39-4140 by 
making AD 81-13-10 applicable to the 
TSIO-360-H, HB, and JB engines; 
excluding those IO-360-K engines which 
have had AD 80-07-03 complied with 
and excluding from the AD those factory 
remanufactured 360 series engines 
assembled without the Woodruff key in 
the oil pump drive gear on certain TCM 
Model 10-360, TSIO-360 and LTSIO-360 
engines.

Since a situation exists that requires 
the immediate adoption of this 
regulation, it is found that notice and 
public procedure hereon are 
impracticable and good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective in less 
than 30 days.
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator,

§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended 
by amending Amendment 39-4140 (46 
FR 32860), AD 81-13-10, as follows:

1. By revising the applicability 
paragraph to read:
Teledyne Continental Motors: Applies to the 

following Teledyne Continental Motors 
10-360, TSIO-360, and LTSIO-360 series 
engines:

IO-360-C, IO-360-D, IO-360-G, IO-360-H, 
and IO-360-J, all serial numbers;

IO-360-K, all serial numbers, unless AD 
80-07-03 already complied with;

IO-360-AB, all serial numbers;
IO-360-CB, all serial, numbers through 

serial number 350075;
10-360-DB, all serial numbers through 

serial number 351368;
IO-360-GB, all serial numbers through 

serial number 352894;
10-360-HB, all serial numbers through 

serial number 353350 (except 353075);
10-360-JB, all serial numbers; IO-360-KB, 

all serial number through serial number 
358721 (except 356652, 356672, 356674, 356675, 
and 356706 through 356719) unless AD 80-07- 
03 has been complied with;

TSIO-360-A TSIO-360-B, TSIO-360-C, 
TSIO-360-D, TSIO-360-E, TSIO-380-F, 
TSIO-360-H and TSIO-300DB, all serial 
numbers;

TSIO-360-CB, all serial numbers through 
300667 (except 300568, 300659, 300662, 300663, 
and 300666);

TSIO-360-EB, all serial numbers through 
serial number 311689 (except 311528, 311538 
through 311543, 311546 through 311555,
311656, and 311658 through 311680); .

TSIO-360-FB, all serial numbers through 
serial number 310610 (except 310469, 310507 
through 310520, 310606, and 310607);

TSIQ-360-GB, all serial numbers through 
serial number 309582 (except 309436,309437, 
309439, 309440, 309446 through 309453, 309455, 
309457 through 309461, 309565, 309566, 309570 
through 309574);

TSIO-360-HB, all serial numbers through 
serial number 308127; IO-360-JB, all serial 
numbers through serial number 313015;

TSIO-360-KB, all serial numbers through 
serial number 315050;

LTSIO-380-E, all serial numbers, LTSIO- 
360-EB, all serial numbers through serial 
number 312680 (except 312567 through 312569, 
312571, 312574, 312577 through 312587, 312632, 
312634 through 312639);

LTSIO-360-KB, all serial numbers through 
serial number 314048 (Except 314028); and the 
following rebuilt engines.

IO-360A, all serial numbers through 
20128R;

1O-360C, all serial numbers through 60516R 
and 60519R;

IO-360D, all serial numbers through 
628823R (except 628818R and 628821R);

IO-360G, all serial numbers through 
224840R;

IO-360H, all serial numbers through 
226506R;

IO-360J, all serial numbers through 
238702R;

IO-360CB, all serial numbers through 
236502R;

IO-360DB, all serial numbers through - 
239608R;

IO-360GB, all serial numbers through 
236604R;

IO-360KB, all serial numbers through 
235811R;

TSIO-360A, all serial numbers through 
197085R;

TSIO-360C, all serial numbers through 
23698R;

TSIO-360E, all serial numbers through 
225076R;

TSIO-360F, all serial numbers through 
232759R;

TSIO-360H, all serial numbers through 
233252R;

TSIO-360AB, all serial numbers through 
237609R;

TSIQ-360CB, all serial numbers through 
236022 (except 236012R, 236015R, 236016R 
and 236019R);

TS1O-360DB, all serial numbers through 
238401R;

TSIO-360EB, all serial numbers through 
234613 (except 234611 and 234612R);

TSIO-360FB, all serial numbers through 
237331R;

TSIO-360GB, all serial numbers through 
237403R;

TSIO-360HB, all serial numbers through 
239956R;

LTSIO-360E, all serial numbers through 
225076R;

LTSIO-360EB, all serial numbers through 
233818R (except 233812R, 233813R, 233814R, 
and 233816R);

2. Paragraph(d)(l), sentence two, 
should be changed to read:

“Omit the Wodruff Key, P/N M535756-1 or 
P/N 633342-1.”

3. Paragraph(d)(2), last sentence, 
should be changed to read:

“Omit the Woodruff Key, P/N M535756-1 
or P/N 633342-1.”

All other provisions of AD 81-13-10 
remain as stated.

This amendment becomes effective 
November 20,1981.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation is an emergency regulation under 
the President’s Memorandum of January 29, 
1981, and an emergency regulation that is not 
major under Section 8 of Executive Order 
12291. It is impracticable for the agency to 
follow the procedures of Order 12291 with 
respect to this rule since the rule must be 
issued immediately to correct an unsafe 
condition in aircraft. It has been further T 
determined that this document involves an 
emergency regulation under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26,1979); and will not have a 
significant economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities under the criteria of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act. A copy of it 
may be obtained by contacting the person
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identified under the caption “FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT.”

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on October
30,1981.
George R. LaCaille,
Acting Director, Southern Region.
(FR Doc. 81-32881 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]
SILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 81-ASW-41] 

Revocation of Control Zone; Paris, TX

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment revokes the 
control zone at Paris, TX. This will 
result in return to public use airspace no 
longer required for the protection of 
aircraft arriving/departing the Cox Field 
Airport. This amendment is necessary 
since weather reports, both hourly and 
special, are not available at the Cox 
Field Airport. Weather reports must be 
reported by a federally certified weather 
observer at the primary airport in the 
control zone during the times and dates 
a control zone is designated. Since this 
service is not available at the Cox Field 
Airport, the airport does not meet the 
basic requirements for retention of the 
control zone. Therefore, this action 
revokes the designated controlled 
airspace.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 21,1982.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James L. Owens, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch (ASW-536), Air 
Traffic Division, Southwest Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O. 
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 76101, 
telephone (817) 624-4911, extension 302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
September 8,1981, a notice of proposed 
rulemaking was published in the Federal 
Register (46 FR 44763) stating that the 
Federal Aviation Administration 
proposed to revoke the Paris, TX, 
control zone. Interested persons were 
invited to participate in this rulemaking 
proceeding by submitting written 
comments on the proposal to the Federal 
Aviation Administration. Comments 
were received without objections.
Except for editorial changes this 
amendment is that proposed in the 
notice.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 

delegated to me, by the Administrator, 
Subpart F of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 71.171) as 
republished (46 FR 540) is amended,

effective 0901 GMT, January 21,1982, as 
follows: by deleting the description of 
the Paris, TX, control zone.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), 
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.61(c))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established body 
of technical regulations for which frequent 
and routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore— (1) Is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 1103; February 
26,1979); and (3) does not warrant 
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the 
anticipated impact is so minimal.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on November
4,1981.
F. E. Whitfield,
Acting Director, Southwest Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32860 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 81-AGL-16]

Alteration of Transition Area; 
Wisconsin

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

SUMMARY: The nature of this Federal 
Action is to revoke the controlled 
airspace near Janesville, Wisconsin, that 
was designated for a VOR-A instrument 
approach procedure for Wagon Wheel 
Airport. That instrument approach 
procedure has been cancelled and the 
effect of this action is to return that 
associated portion of the .Janesville, 
Wisconsin, transition area airspace to a 
non-controlled status.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 21,1982.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward R. Heaps, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division, 
AGL-530, FAA, Great Lakes Region,
2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, 
Illinois 60018, Telephone (312) 694-7360. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The floor 
of the controlled airspace in this area 
will be raised from 700 feet above the 
surface to 1200 feet above the surface. In 
addition, aeronautical maps and charts 
will reflect the change in the designated 
airspace.

Discussion of Comments
On page 40535 of the Federal Register 

dated August 10,1981, the Federal 
Aviation Administration published a 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking which 
would amend § 71.181 Part 71 of the

Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
amend the transition area near 
Janesville, Wisconsin. Interested 
persons were invited to participate in 
this rulemaking proceeding by 
submitting written comments on the 
proposal to the FAA.

No objections were received as a 
result of the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking.

Adoption of Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 

delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is 
amended, effective January 2 1 ,1982, as 
follows:

In § 71.181 (46 FR 540), the following 
transition area is amended to read:
Janesville, Wisconsin

Revoked.
This amendment is made under the 

authority of Section 307(a), Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); 
Sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); Sec. 11.61 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
11,61).

The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. It, therefore—(1) is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26,1979); (3) does 
not warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation ag the anticipated impact is 
so minimal; and (4) will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act.

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on October
30,1981.
Frederick M. Isaac,
Acting Director, Great Lakes Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32875 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 81-ANW-2]

Extension of VOR Federal Airway V- 
121; Medford, Oreg., to Fort Jones, 
Calif.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This amendment extends 
VOR Federal Airway V-121 from
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Medford, OR, to Fort Jones, CA. The 
amendment enhances arrival/departure 
procedures at Medford by allowing en 
route operations to be conducted via the 
airway extension, concurrent with the 
terminal operations. This action 
improves traffic flow in the area and 
provides a significant savings in fuel due 
to fewer aircraft delays.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 21,1982.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regulations 
and Obstructions Branch (AAT-230), 
Airspace and Air Traffic Rules Division, 
Air Traffic Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591; 
telephone: (202) 426-8783. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

History
On July 9,1981, the FAA proposed to 

amend Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to alter the 
description of V-121 by extending the 
airway from Medford, OR, to Fort Jones, 
CA. The extension improves arrival/ 
departure traffic flow in the Medford 
terminal area (46 FR 35525). This action 
permits additional air traffic control 
flexibility for maneuvering traffic in the 
Medford and Fort Jones terminal areas. 
Interested parties were invited to 
participate in this rulemaking 
proceeding by submitting written 
comments on the proposal to the FAA. 
No comments objecting to the proposal 
were received. Except for editorial 
changes, this amendment is the same as 
that proposed in the notice. Section 
71.123 of Part 71 was republished on 
January 2,1981 (46 FR 409).

The Rule
This amendment to Part 71 of the 

Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) extends V-121 from Medford, 
OR, to Fort Jones, CA. This extension 
enhances arrival/departure procedures 
in the Medford terminal area. This 
increased flexibility for maneuvering 
traffic results in fuel savings due to 
fewer en route delays.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 

delegated to me, § 71.123 of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Part 71) as republished (46 FR 409), 
is amended, effective 0901 GMT,
January 21,1982, by deleting in V-121 
the words “From Medford, OR,” and 
substituting for them the words “From 
Fort Jones, CA, via INT Fort Jones 340° 
and Medford, OR, 200° radials;
Medford;”
(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); sec.

6(c), Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established body 
of technical regulations for which frequent 
and routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore,—(1) Is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a  
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26,1979); (3) does not warrant 
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the 
anticipated impact is so minimal; and (4) will 
not have a significant effect on a substantial 
number of small entities under the criteria of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act,

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November
5,1981.
Harold W. Becker,
Acting Chief, Airspace and A ir Traffic Rules 
Division.
[FR Doc. 81-32770 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 81-AGL-31]

Alteration of Control Zone; Greater 
Rockford Airport, Rockford, Illinois

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : The nature of this federal 
action is to alter the existing control 
zone serving Greater Rockford Airport, 
Rockford, Illinois, by redefining the 
control zone using reference to an Outer 
Marker (OM) in lieu of a VORTAC. The 
intended effect of this action is to insure 
segregation of the aircraft using 
approach procedures in instrument 
weather conditions from other aircraft 
operating under visual weather 
conditions.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 21,1982.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Edward R. Heaps, Airspace and
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division,
AGL-530, FAA, Great Lakes Region,
2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines,
Illinois 60018, Telephone (312) 694-7360.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The
slight alteration to the control zone
boundary was necessitated by the
completed relocation of the Rockford
VORTAC. A small area of airspace
approximately one (1) mile by 3.5 miles
located northwest of the Rockford
VORTAC, which is currently described
as being within the control zone, will be
returned to a non-control zone status
and the floor of controlled airspace in
that area will be raised from the surface
to 700 feet above the surface.
Aeronautical maps and charts will
reflect the defined areas, which will \

enable other aircraft to circumnavigate 
the area in order to comply with 
applicable visual flight rule 
requirements.

Discussion of Comments

On page 37909 of the Federal Register 
dated July 23,1981, the Federal Aviation 
Administration published a Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking which would 
amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations so as to amend the 
control zone near Rockford, Illinois. 
Interested persons were invited to 
participate in this rulemaking 
proceeding by submitting written 
comments on the proposal to the FAA.

No objections were received as a 
result of the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking.

Adoption of Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is 
amended, effective January 21,1981, as 
follows:

In § 71.171 (46 FR 455), the following 
control zone is amended to read;
Rockford, Illinois

Within a 5-mile radius of the Greater 
Rockford Airport (latitude 42°11'50" N., 
longitude 89°Q5'45" W.), within 2 miles each 
side of the Rockford Runway 3 6 ILS localizer 
course, extending south from the 5-mile 
radius zone to the OM.
(Section 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6 (c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); § 11.61 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
11.61))

The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. It, therefore—(1) Is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26,1979); (3) does 
not warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal; and (4) will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act.

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on October
30,1981.
Frederick M. Isaac,
Acting Director, Great Lakes Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32914 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 4 9 K M 3 -M
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14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 81-AGL-32]

Designation of Transition Area; 
Abrams Municipal Airport, Grand 
Ledge, Michigan

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The nature of this Federal 
Action is to designate controlled 
airspace near Grand Ledge, Michigan, to 
accommodate a new instrument 
approach into Abrams Municipal 
Airport, Grand Ledge, Michigan, 
established on the basis of a request 
from the Abrams Municipal Airport 
officials to provide that facility with 
instrument approach capability. The 
intended effect of this action is to insure 
segregation of the aircraft using 
approach procedures in instrument 
weather conditions from other aircraft 
operating under visual conditions. 
EFFECTIVE d a t e : November 26,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward R. Heaps, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division, 
AGL-530, FAA, Great Lakes Region,
2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, 
Illinois 60018, Telephone (312) 694-7360. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The floor 
of the controlled airspace in this area 
will be lowered from 1200' above ground 
to 700* above ground. The development 
of the proposed instrument procedures 
requires that the FAA lower the floor of 
the controlled airspace to insure that the 
procedure will be contained within 
controlled airspace. The minimum 
descent altitude for this procedure may 
be established below the floor of the 700 
foot controlled airspace. Aeronautical 
maps and charts will reflect the area of 
the instrument procedure, which will 
enable other aircraft to circumnavigate 
the area in order to comply with 
applicable visual flight rule 
requirements.

Discussion of Comments
On page 39443 of the Federal Register 

dated August 3,1981, the Federal 
Aviation Administration published a 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking which 
would amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
establish a 700 foot transition area near 
Grand Ledge, Michigan. Interested 
persons were invited to participate in 
this rulemaking proceeding by 
submitting written comments on the 
proposal to the FAA.

The Lansing, (Michigan) Capital City 
Airport Authority objected on the basis 
that no indication was given in the

Notice relative to the effect of the 
proposed action on existing 
instrumentation for that airport. 
Subsequent communication with the 
Airport Authority identified that 
instrument procedures to both Abrams 
and Capital City Airports would be 
provided standard IFR separation by 
Lansing, Michigan, FAA Approach 
Control Facility and that any resultant 
intermix of IFR operations would not be 
considered substantial.
Adoption of Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is 
amended, effective November 26,1981, 
as follows:

In § 71.181 (46 FR 540), the following 
transition area is added:
Grand Ledge, Michigan

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a five mile 
radius of Abrams Municipal Airport, Grand 
Ledge, MI (latitude 42<>46'26" N., longitude 
84°43'56" W.), and excluding the portions 
which overlie the Charlotte, Michigan, and 
Lansing, Michigan, 700 foot transition areas. 
(Section 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); § 11.61 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
11.61))

The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. It, therefore—(1) Is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26,1979); (3) does 
not warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal; and (4) will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act.

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on October
28,1981.
Frederick M. Isaac,
Acting Director, Great Lakes Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32913 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CO DE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 81-AGL-25]

Alteration of Transition Area; Robert* 
Hood Airport, Michigan

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.

a c t i o n : Final rule.

SUMMARY: The nature of this Federal 
Action is to alter the designated 
airspace near Big Rapids, Michigan, by 
deleting the current exclusion so as to 
include designated airspace required for 
Roben-Hood Airport IFR operations that 
is presently defined under the Reed City, 
Michigan, transition area. The intended 
effect of this action is to insure 
segregation of the aircraft using 
approach procedures in instrument 
weather conditions for other aircraft 
operating under visual weather 
conditions.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 26,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward R. Heaps, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division, 
AGL-530, FAA, Great Lakes Region,
2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, 
Illinois 60018, Telephone (312) 694-7360. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Reed City, Michigan, transition area is 
being revoked due to the closing of 
Miller Airport and the subsequent 
termination of the associated instrument 
approach procedure. That action was 
reflected in Docket 81-AGL-26. A 
portion of the airspace designated for 
Reed City, Michigan, is required for the 
Big Rapids, Michigan, transition area to 
serve Roben-Hood Airport. That portion 
is currently described as an exclusion 
under Big Rapids. This action does not 
designate any additional airspace. It 
only reassigns airspace already 
designated from Reed City to Big Rapids 
for the purposes of legal description. 
Aeronautical maps and charts will 
reflect the defined area which will 
enable other aircraft to circumnavigate 
the area in order to comply with 
applicable visual flight rule 
requirements. In addition, the rule does 
not impose any additional burden on 
any person. In view of the foregoing, 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
unnecessary, and the rule may be made 
effective coincident with Docket 81- 
AGL—26.

Adoption of Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is 
amended, effective November 26,1981, 
as follows:

In § 71.181 (46 FR 540), the following 
transition area is amended to read:
Big Rapids, Michigan

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8-mile radius 
of Roben-Hood Airport latitude 43°43'12" N„ 
longitude 85°29'52" W.), within 5 miles each
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side of the White Cloud VOR 047" radial 
extending from an 8-mile radius area to the 
VOR.
(Section 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); $ 11.61 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
11.61))

The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established 
body of technical regulations for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current. It, therefore—(1) Is not a “major 
rule” under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a "significant rule” under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
F R 11034; February 26,1979); (3) does 
not warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal; and (4) will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act.

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on October
30,1981.
Frederick M. Isaac,
Acting Director, Great Lakes Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32925 Filed ll-1 3 -8 1 r 8:45 am}

BILLING COOE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 22422; Arndt. No. 1203]

Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures

a g e n c y : Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This amendment establishes, 
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures 
(SLAPs) for operations at certain 
airports. These regulatory actions are 
needed because of the adoption of new 
or revised criteria, or because of 
changes occurring in the National 
Airspace System, such as the 
commissioning of new navigational 
facilities, addition of new obstacles, or 
changes in air traffic requirements. 
These changes are designed to provide 
safe and efficient use of the navigable 
airspace and to promote safe flight 
operations under instrument flight rules 
at the affected airports.
DATES: An effective date for each SIAP 
is specified in the amendatory 
provisions.
ADDRESSES: Availability o f  matters 
incorporated by reference in the 
amendment is as follows:

For Exam ination—1. FAA Rules 
Docket, FAA Headquarters Building, 800

Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the 
region in which the affected airport is 
located; or

3. The Flight Inspection Field Office 
which originated the SIAP.

F o r Purchase—Individual SIAP copies 
may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Information Center 
(APA-430), FAA Headquarters Building, 
800 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591; or

2. The FAA Regional Office of the 
region in which the affected airport is 
located.

B y  Subscription—C o p ies of all SIAPs, 
mailed once every 2 weeks, may be 
ordered from Superintendent of 
Documents, U.S. Government Printing 
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. The 
annual subscription price is $135.00.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald K. Funai, Flight Procedures and 
Airspace Brandi (AFO-73G), Aircraft 
Programs Division, Office of Flight 
Operations, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591; 
telephone (202) 426-8277. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment to Part 97 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97) 
prescribes new, amended, suspended, or 
revoked Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete 
regulatory description of each SIAP is 
contained in official FAA form 
documents which are incorporated by 
reference in this amendment under 5 
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR Part 51, and § 97.20 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(FARs). The applicable FAA Forms are 
identified as FAA Forms 8260-3,8260-4 
and 8260-5. Materials incorporated by 
reference are available for examination 
or purchase as stated above.

The large number of SIAPs, their 
complex nature, and the need for a 
special format make their verbatim 
publication in the Federal Register 
expensive and impractical. Further, 
airmen do not use the regulatory text of 
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic 
depiction on charts printed by 
publishers of aeronautical materials. 
Thus, the advantages of incorporation 
by reference are realized and 
publication of the complete description 
of each SIAP contained in FAA form 
document is unnecessary. The 
provisions of this amendment state the 
affected CFR (and FAR) sections, with 
the types and effective dates of the 
SIAPs. This amendment also identifies 
the airport, its location, the procedure 
identification and the amendment 
number.

This amendment to Part 97 is effective 
on the date of publication and contains 
separate SIAPs which have compliance 
dates stated as effective dates based on 
related changes in the National 
Airspace System or the application of 
new or revised criteria. Some SIAP 
amendments may have been previously 
issued by the FAA in a National Flight 
Data Center (FDC) Notice to Airmen 
(NOTAM) as an emergency action of 
immediate flight safety relating directly 
to published aeronautical charts. The 
circumstances which created the need 
for some SIAP amendments may require 
making them effective in less than 30 
days. For the remaining SIAPs, an 
effective date at least 30 days after 
publication is provided.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this 
amendment are based on the criteria 
contained in the U.S. Standard for 
Terminal Instrument Approach 
Procedures (TERPs). In developing these 
SIAPs, the TERPs criteria were applied 
to the conditions existing or anticipated 
at the affected airports. Because of the 
close and immediate relationship 
between these SIAPs and safety in air 
commerce, I find that notice and public 
procedure before adopting these SIAPs 
is unnecessary, impracticable, or 
contrary to the public interest and, 
where applicable, that good cause exists 
for making some SIAPs effective in less 
than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, Part 97 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97) is 
amended by establishing, amending, 
suspending, or revoking Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, 
effective at 0901 G.M.T. on the dates 
specified, as follows:

1. By amending § 97.23 VOR-VOR/DME 
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * Effective December 24,1981 
Melbourne, FL—Melbourne Regional, VOR 

Rwy 9, Amdt. 15
Cochran, GA—Cochran, VOR/DME Rwy 4, 

Amdt. 3
Eastman, GA—Eastman-Dodge County, 

VOR/DME-A, Amdt. 3 
Perry, GA—Perry-Fort Valley, VOR-A,

Amdt. 3
Bedford, MA—Laurence G. Hanscom Field, 

VOR Rwy 23, Amdt. 5
Port Huron, MI—St. Clair County Inti, VOR/  

DME-A, Amdt. 3
Belzoni, MS—Belzoni Muni, VOR/DME Rwy 

21, Amdt. 3
Middletown, NY—Randall, VOR Rwy 8, 

Amdt. 5
Bartlesville, OK—Frank Phillips, VOR Rwy 

17, Amdt. 9
Bartlesville, OK—Frank Phillips, VOR/DME 

Rwy 35, Amdt. 4
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* * * Effective O ctober 29,1981 
Burbank, CA—Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena,

VOR Rwy 7, Arndt. 4
Montague, CA—Siskiyou County, VOR-B, 

Amdt. 4

* * * Effective October 27,1981 
Chatham, MA—Chatham Muni, VOR-A,

Amdt. 8

* * * Effective Septem ber 18,1981
Pueblo, CO—Pueblo Memorial, VOR Rwy 

26R (TAC), Amdt. 24
2. By amending § 97.25 SDF-LOC-LDA 

SIAPs identified as follows:'

* * * Effective D ecem ber24,1981
New Bedford, MA—New Bedford Muni, LOC 

BC Rwy 23, Amdt. 2
Bartlesville, OK—Frank Phillips, LOC Rwy 

17, Amdt. 1

* * * Effective Novem ber 3,1981
Newport News, VA—Patrick Henry Inti, LOC 

BC Rwy 25, Amdt 10

* * * Effective O ctober 30,1981 
Wells ville, NY—Wellsville Muni Arpt,

Tarantine Fid, LOC 28, Amdt. 1

* * * Effective O ctober 29,1981
Pawtucket,*RI—North Central State, LOC 

Rwy 5, Amdt. 1
3. By amending § 97.27 NDB/ADF SIAPs 

identified as follows:

* * * Effective D ecem ber 24,1981
Stuttgart, AR—Stuttgart Muni, NDB Rwy 18, 

Amdt. 5
Melbourne, FL—Melbourne Regional, NDB 

Rwy 9, Amdt. 10
Milledgeville, GA—Baldwin County, NDB 

Rwy 27, Amdt. 4
Perry, GA—Perry-Fort Valley, NDB Rwy 30, 

Amdt. 1
Casey, IL—Casey Muni, NDB Rwy 4, Amdt. 2 
Casey, IL—Casey Muni, NDB Rwy 22, 

Original
Monroe, LA—Monroe Regional, NDB Rwy 4, 

Amdt. 12
Bedford, MA—Laurence G. Hanscom Field, 

NDB Rwy 11, Amdt. 15 
Bedford, MA—Laurence G. Hanscom Field, 

NDB Rwy 29, Amdt. 2 
Gladwin, MI—Gladwin, NDB Rwy 27, 

Original
Bartlesville, OK—Frank Phillips, NDB Rwy 

17, Original
Canadian, TX—Hemphill County, NDB Rwy

4. Amdt. 1
Canadian, TX—Hemphill County, NDB Rwy 

22, Amdt. 1

* *  * Effective October 30,1981
Hutchinson, KS—Hutchinson Muni, NDB 

Rwy 13, Amdt. 11 '
Wellsville, NY—Wellsville Muni Arpt, 

Tarantine Fid, NDB Rwy 28, Amdt 4

* * * Effective September 18,1981
Pueblo, CO—Pueblo Memorial, NDB Rwy 8L, 

Amdt. 16
Pueblo, CO—Pueblo Memorial, NDB Rwy 

26R, Amdt. 13
4. By amending § 97.29 ILS-MLS SIAPs 

identified as follows:

* * * Effective D ecem ber24,1981
Tampa, FL—Tampa Inti, ILS Rwy 18L, Amdt. 

33
Chicago, IL—Chicago-O’Hare Inti, ILS Rwy 

14R, Amdt 26
Monroe, LA—Monroe Regional, ILS Rwy 4, 

Amdt. 17
Bedford, MA—Laurence G. Hanscom Field, 

ELS Rwy 11, Amdt. 18
New Bedford, MA—New Bedford Muni, ILS 

Rwy 5, Amdt. 18
Detroit, MI—Detroit Metropolitan Wayne 

County, ILS Rwy 3L, Amdt. 6 
Pittsburgh, PA—Greater Pittsburgh Inti, ILS 

Rwy 28R, Amdt. 1

* * * Effective N ovem ber28,1981
Tucson, AZ—Ryan Field, ILS Rwy 6, Amdt. 3 
Monroe, LA—Monroe Regional, ILS Rwy 22, 

Original

* * * Effective October 29,1981
Houston, TX—Houston Intercontinental, ILS 

Rwy 8, Amdt. 11

. * * * Effective October 27,1981 
Dallas-Fort Worth, TX—Dallas-Fort Worth 

Regional, ILS Rwy 17L, Amdt. 8 
Dallas-Fort Worth, TX—Dallas-Fort Worth 

Regional, ILS Rwy 17R, Amdt. 9 
Dallas-Fort Worth, TX—Dallas-Fort Worth 

Regional, ILS Rwy 35L, Amdt. 8 
Dallas-Fort Worth, TX—Dallas-Fort Worth 

Regional, ILS Rwy 35R, Amdt 8
* * * Effective Septem ber 18,1981
Pueblo, CO—Pueblo Memorial, ELS Rwy 8L, 

Amdt. 19
Pueblo, CO—Pueblo Memorial, ILS Rwy 26R, 

Amdt. 9
5. By amending § 97.31 RADAR SIAPs 

identified as follows:

* * * Effective D ecem ber 24,1981
Lafayette, LA—Lafayette Regional, RADAR- 

1, Amdt. 4
Monroe, LA—Monroe Regional, RADAR-1, 

Amdt. 2
6. By amending § 97.33 RNAV SIAPs 

identified as follows:

■ * * * Effective January 21,1982
Trenton, NJ—Mercer County, RNAV Rwy 34, 

Amdt. 3
Philadelphia, PA—North Philadelphia, RNAV 

Rwy 33, Amdt. 4

* * * Effective O ctober29,1981
Pawtucket, RI—North Central State, RNAV 

Rwy 5, Amdt. 3
Pawtucket, RI—North Central State, RNAV 

Rwy 23, Amdt. 2
(Secs. 307, 313(a), 601, and 1110, Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. § § 1348, 
1354(a), 1421, and 1510); Sec. 6(c), Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. § 1655(c)); 
and 14 CFR 11.49(b)(3).)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
regulation only involves an established body 
of technical regulations for which frequent 
and routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. It, 
therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR11034;

February 26,1979); (3) does not warrant 
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the 
anticipated impact is so minimal; and (4) will 
not have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities under 
the criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on November 6, 
1981.

Note.—The incorporation by reference in 
the preceding document was approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on December 
31,1980.
John M. Howard,
Acting Chief, Aircraft Programs Division.
[FR Doc. 81-32908 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 a m ],

BILLING CO DE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

15 CFR Parts 373,379, and 399

CCL Amendments: Centrifugal 
Balancing Machines

a g e n c y : Office of Export 
Administration, International Trade 
Administration, Commerce.
ACTION: Interim Rule with Request for 
Comments.

SUMMARY: Under the authority of the 
Export Administration Act of 1979 and 
Section 309(c) of the Nuclear Non- 
Proliferation Act of 1978, the Office of 
Export Administration controls the 
export of certain commodities that could 
be of significance for nuclear explosive 
purposes. This rule adds a new entry to 
the CCL and makes other changes to the 
Export Administration Regulations to 
restrict the export of certain centrifugal 
balancing machines and related 
technical data, that could be used for 
nuclear explosive purposes.
DATES: Effective: November 16,1981. 
Comment period closes January 15,1982. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments (five 
copies when possible) should be sent to: 
Richard J. Isadore, Director, Operations 
Division, Office of Export 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, P.O. Box 273, Washington, 
D.C. 20230.

All public comments will be available 
for public inspection in the International 
Trade Administration Freedom of 
Information Records Inspection Facility, 
Room 3102, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th and Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20230. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Archie Andrews, Director, Exporters’ 
Service, Office of Export 
Administration, Room 1623, Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230. 
Telephone (202) 377-4811.
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SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: 

Substance of Regulations
The Commodity Control List (CCL) 

(Supplement No. 1 to § 399.1 of the 
Export Administration Regulations) 
includes all commodities controlled by 
the Office of Export Administration for 
export, including those controlled for 
nuclear non-proliferation purposes.

This rule adds a new entry to the CCL 
that restricts the export of certain 
centrifugal balancing machines. The 
Office of Export Administration has 
determined, with the counsel of the 
Department of Energy and following 
consultation with the Subgroup of 
Nuclear Export Coordination, the need 
to include specific centrifugal balancing 
machines in the CCL because this 
equipment could be, if used for purposes 
other than for which an export is 
intended, of significance for nuclear 
purposes. In addition, this rule adds a 
new entry to Supplement No. 1 to Part 
373 of the Regulations, “Commodities 
Excluded from Certain Special License 
Procedures,” to preclude the export of 
centrifugal balancing machines through 
the use of special licensing procedures 
outlined in Part 373. Also, Part 379 is 
amended by adding an entry for 
centrifugal balancing machines under 
§ 379.4(c), Technical Data Restrictions 
Applicable to All Destinations. This rule 
also corrects the punctuation of that 
section.

Rulemaking Requirements
Under section 13(a) of the Export 

Administration Act of 1979 this rule is 
exempt from the public participation in 
rulemaking procedures of the 
Administrative Procedure Act. However, 
because of the importance of the issues 
raised by these regulation and the intent 
of Congress set forth in section 13(b) of 
the Act, these regulations are issued in 
interim form and comments will be 
considered in developing final 
regulations. The period for submission 
of comments will close on January 15, 
1982.

Comments received after the close of 
the comment period cannot be assured 
consideration in the development of the 
final regulations. Public comments that 
are accompanied by a request that part 
or all of the material be treated

confidentially because of its business 
proprietary nature, or for any other 
reason, will not be accepted. Such 
comments and materials will be 
returned to the submitter and will not be 
considered in the development of the 
final regulations. All public comments 
on these regulations will be a matter of 
public record and will be available for 
public inspection and copying. In the 
interest of accuracy and completeness, 
comments in written form are preferred. 
If oral comments are received, they must 
be followed by written memoranda 
which will also be a matter of public 
record and will be available for public 
review and copying. Communications 
from agencies of the United States 
Government or foreign governments will 
not be made available for public 
inspection.

The public record concerning these 
regulations will be maintained in the 
International Trade Administration, 
Freedom of Information Records 
Inspection Facility, Room 3102, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20230. Records in the 
facility, including written public 
comments and memoranda summarizing 
the substance of oral communications 
may be inspected and copied in 
accordance with regulations published 
in Part 4 of Title 15 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. Information about 
the inspection and copying of records at 
the facility may be obtained from 
Patricia L. Mann, the International 
Trade Administration Freedom of 
Information Officer, at the above 
address or by calling (202) 377-3031.

In connection with various other 
rulemaking requirements, the Office of 
Export Administration has determined 
that:

1. This rule does not impose a burden 
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.

2. This rule involves a “foreign 
affairs” function of the United States 
and is exempt from the requirements of 
Executive Order 12291 (46 F R 13193, 
February 19,1981), “Federal 
Regulation.”

3. This rule is not subject to the 
requirements of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.

Accordingly, the Export

Administration Regulations (15 CFR 
Parts 368-399) are amended as follows:
PART 373— SPECIAL LICENSING 
PROCEDURES
Supplement No. 1 to Part 373 [Amended]

1. Supplement No. 1 to Part 373 is 
amended by adding a new entry 4360 (in 
numerical order, disregarding the first 
digit) reading as follows:

4360 Centrifugal balancing machines, fixed 
or portable, horizontal or vertical. (Entire 
entry.)

PART 379— TECHNICAL DATE v
2. Paragraph (c) of § 379.4 is amended 

as follows:
I. The semicolon is removed and a 

period is inserted in its place at the end 
of sub-paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (6), (7)(ii), 
(8)(iii) and (9);

II. The word "and” is inserted after 
sub-paragraphs (7)(i); and

III. A subparagraph (10) is added to 
read as follows:
§379.4 GenerarLicense (GTDR: 
Technical Data Under Restriction.
* * * * *

(c) T echnical data restrictions 
applicable to a ll destinations * * *

(10) Centrifugal balancing machines, 
fixed or portable, horizontal or vertical, 
having a ll of the following 
characteristics:

(i) Suitable for balancing flexible 
rotors having a diameter of from 3 
inches to 16 inches, and a length of 24 
inches or more; and

(11) Mass capability of from 2 to 50 
lbs.; and

(iii) Capable of balancing to a residual 
imbalance of 0.001 in-lb./lb. per plane or 
greater; and

(iv) Capable of balancing in three 
more planes.
PART 399— COMMODITY CONTROL 
LIST AND RELATED MATTERS

Supplement No. 1 to § 399.1 [Amended]

3. The Commodity Control List 
(Supplement No. 1 to § 399.1) is 
amended by adding a new entry 4360 (in 
numerical order, disregarding the first 
digit) before entry 1361A to read as 
follows:
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Export control commodity number and 
general description Unit Validated license required

GLV $ 
value 
limits 
T&Y

Processing code
Rea

son for 
control

4360B Centrifugal balancing ma
chines, fixed or portable, horizontal 
or vertical, having all of the follow
ing characteristics:

PQSTVWYZ and Canada....... 0 MG............................ 4

(a) Suitable for balancing flexible-rotors having a diameter of from 3 inches to 16 inches, and a length of 24 inches or 
more; and

(b) Mass capability of from 2 to 50 lbs.; and
(c) Capable of balanoing to a residual imbalance of 0.001 in.-lb./lb. per plane or greater; and
(d) Capable of balancing in three or more planes.

(Secs. 3, 13, 15, and 17(d) Pub. L. 96-72, 93 Stat. 503, 50 U.S.C. app. 2401 et seq\ sec. 309(c), Pub. L. 95-242, 92 Stat. 141, 42 U.S.C. 2139a; 
Executive Order No. 12214 (45 FR 29783, May 6, 1980); Department Organization Order 10-3 (45 FR 6141, January 25, 1980); International Trade 
Administration Organization and Function Orders 41-1 (45 FR 11862, February 22,1980) and 41-4 (45 FR 65003, October 1,1980))

Dated: November 6,1981.
William V. Skidmore,
Director, Office of Export Administration, International Trade Administration.
[FR Doc. 81-32946 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION

17 CFR Part 4

Revisions of Commodity Pool 
Operator and Commodity Trading 
Advisor Regulations; Delegation of 
Authority

AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

Su m m a r y : This document corrects a 
final regulation to Part 4 which relates to 
the activities of commodity pool 
operators and commodity trading 
advisors which were published on May
8,1981, 46 FR 26004.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT*. 
Barbara R. Stern, Special Counsel to 
Front Office Audit Unit, Division of 
Trading and Markets, 202-254-8955.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Accordingly, the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission is correcting 17 
CFR 4.31(f)(2) to read as follows:

§ 4.31 Disclosure to prospective clients.
(f) * * *
(2) The commodity trading advisor 

must file with the Commission three 
copies of all subsequent amendments to 
the Disclosure Document for each 
trading program that it offers or that it 
intends to offer within 21 calendar days 
of the date upon which the trading 
advisor first knows or has reason to 
know of the defect requiring the 
amendment.
* * * * *

Issued in Washington, D.C. on November 9, 
1981.
Jane K . Stuckey,
Secretary o f the Commission.
[FR Doc. 81-32911 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6351-01-M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION

17 CFR Parts 210 and 240

[Release Nos. 33-6359,34-18244,35-22261, 
IC-12021, AS-302 ]

Separate Financial Statements 
Required by Regulation S-X

AGENCY: Securities and Exchange
Commission.
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SUMMARY: The Commission announces 
the adoption of final rules which amend 
Regulation S-X  to significantly modify 
requirements to include in filings with 
the Commission separate financial 
statements of the parent company only 
and of unconsolidated subsidiaries and 
50 percent or less owned persons 
accounted for by the equity method. In 
addition, certain related amendments 
are being adopted to revise the ' 
definition of a significant subsidiary. 
Also, the requirement to provide 
separate financial statement^ of 
consolidated subsidiaries engaged in 
diverse financial-type businesses has . 
been eliminated from the final rules. 
These changes are a part of the 
Commission’s reexamination of its 
requirements for presentation of 
financial statements in connection with 
its efforts to simplify and improve the 
current disclosure system. These rules 
reduce the number of instances where 
separate financial statements are

required and are designed to place 
greater reliance on summarized and 
condensed financial information. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective for companies 
with fiscal years ended after March 15, 
1982, with earlier implementation 
encouraged. Where early application is 
elected, full application of the new rules 
is required.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Marc D. Oken (202-272-2130) or John W. 
Albert (202-272-2133), Office of the 
Chief Accountant, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington,'
D.C. 20549.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Securities and Exchange Commission is 
adopting final rules which amend 
Regulation S-ÎX (17 CFR Part 210) to 
significantly modify the requirements for 
filing separate financial statements of 
(1) the parent company, (2) subsidiaries 
not consolidated and 50 percent or less 
owned persons accounted for by the 
equity method, and (3) consolidated 
subsidiaries engaged in diverse 
financial-type businesses. The amended 
rules eliminate the existing requirement 
to file complete separate financial 
statements of the parent company and 
instead provide for the presentation of 
certain footnote disclosures and 
condensed financial information for the 
parent company. The criteria used to 
determine whether parent company 
information is required have been 
changed to better meet the objectives of 
parent company disclosures. Existing 
requirements for separate financial 
statements of unconsolidated 
subsidiaries and 50 percent or less 
owned persons are being amended to 
provide that only summarized financial ' 
information is required if certain tests 
are met and to increase the threshold for 
requiring complete separate financial
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statements. The amended rules also 
eliminate existing requirements to 
furnish separate financial statements of 
consolidated subsidiaries engaged in 
diverse financial-type businesses. 
Finally, amendments to related rules are 
being adopted to revise the tests used 
for determination of a significant 
subsidiary.

Adoption of the final rules announced 
in this release results in amendments to 
certain provisions of Articles 1, 3, 3A, 4,
5 and 12 of Regulation S-X.

The final rules, which include a 
significant reduction in existing 
requirements, were adopted after careful 
consideration by the Commission of the 
needs of investors and the public 
comments received in response to the 
proposing release.

The Commission believes that the 
amended rules improve the disclosure 
system and continue to provide for 
necessary and meaningful disclosures. It 
is interested, however, in hearing further 
from users of financial information if, 
after observing the results of application 
of the new rules, they believe that the 
results do not meet their needs. Specific 
areas of interest include the following:

(1) Is the need for parent company 
and unconsolidated subsidiary 
information satisfactorily met by the 
summarized and condensed financial 
information furnished in the 10-K filings 
with the Commission?

(2) Does the segment information 
required by FASB Statement No. 14 
provide sufficient information about the 
activities of regulated industries?

(3) Are there additional criteria which 
should require the furnishing of parent 
company information, such as when the 
parent has outstanding public debt but 
the net asset restriction test is not met?

If the Commission’s monitoring efforts 
or public comment on these Or other 
matters indicate a need for further 
action, the related issues will be 
revisited at that time.
Background

In connection with its program to 
integrate disclosures required under the 
Securities Act of 1933 with those of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the 
Commission initiated a broad project to 
reexamine its requirements for the 
preparation and presentation of 
financial statements. This project was 
designed to identify ways in which the 
rules may be improved and has already 
resulted in a significant changes to the 
disclosure system. A general revision of 
Articles 3 and 5 and certain portions of 
Article 12 of Regulation S-X  has been 
accomplfshed and new uniform 
requirements governing the periods to 
be covered by financial statements have

been adopted. In addition, rules 
regarding the form and content of 
interim financial information included in 
both periodic reports and registration 
statements have been standardized.

As an important part of this initiative, 
the Commission established a project to 
reconsider its requirements to file, in 
addition to consolidated financial 
statements, separate financial 
statements of the registrant and certain 
consolidated and unconsolidated 
entities. Under existing rules, registrants 
meeting certain conditions could be 
required to include in their filings 
separate financial statements of (1) the 
parent company only; (2) significant 
unconsolidated subsidiaries and 50 
percent or less owned persons 
accounted for by the equity method; (3) 
significant consolidated subsidiaries 
engaged in diverse financial-type 
businesses; and (4) affiliated companies 
whose securities have been pledged as 
collateral.

In a release issued on May 11,1981,1 
the Commission invited public comment 
on proposed rules which would 
significantly modify the requirements to 
include these types of separate financial 
statements in filings with the 
Commission. The response to this 
invitation to comment was substantial, 
as reflected by the total of 122 comment 
letters received.2 The comments 
included in these letters have been 
considered and appropriate changes 
made in the final rules adopted by the 
Commission.

The final rules are consistent with the 
Commission’s ongoing project to 
simplify and improve the current 
disclosure system. They ease reporting 
burdens in general but provide Tor 
meaningful disclosure where necessary. 
The final rules, and the changes to the 
proposed rules resulting from the 
response of commentators, are 
discussed in detail in the sections which 
follow.

Parent Company Only Disclosures
The rules being adopted for parent 

company disclosures require certain 
additional disclosure in footnotes to 
consolidated financial statements and 
the presentation of condensed financial 
information in a schedule when certain 
restrictions exist on the ability of 
subsidiary companies to transfer funds 
to the parent through intercompany 
loans, advances or cash dividends.

1 Securities Act Release No. 6316 (46 FR 27344).
2 The majority of the commentators were from 

industry and related groups (87), with comments 
also received from representatives of accounting 
firms or groups (14), banks (12), securities analysts 
and other financial statement users (7), and law 
firms (2).

Complete separate financial statements 
of the parent are no longer required.

The amended rules require, among 
other things, that registrants identify 
and quantify restrictions on the ability 
of subsidiary companies to transfer 
funds to the parent through 
intercompany loans, advances and cash 
dividends. To determine whether 
additional footnote disclosure is 
required, registrants must compute the 
total net assets of subsidiary companies 
(including unconsolidated subsidiaries) 
which are restricted from transfer to the 
parent company in the forms of loans, 
advances, or cash dividends. This 
amount is then added to the parent’s 
equity in undistributed earnings of 50 
percent or less owned persons 
accounted for by the equity method 3 
and the resulting total compared to total 
consolidated net assets as of the end of 
the most recent fiscal year. If the 
restricted net assets of subsidiaries and 
the parent’s equity in the undistributed 
earnings of 50 percent or less owned 
persons exceed 25 percent of total 
consolidated net assets, additional 
footnote disclosure regarding funds flow 
restrictions is required.

The computation of restricted net 
assets focuses on formal restrictions 
which have an impact on the flow of 
funds from subsidiaries to the parent. 
For this purpose, the restricted net 
assets of subsidiaries would be the 
amount of the parent’s proportionate 
share of net assets (after intercompany 
eliminations) which, as of the end of the 
most recent fiscal year, may not be 
transferred to the parent by subsidiaries 
in the form of loans, advances or cash 
dividends without the consent of a third 
party (i.e., lender, regulatory agency, 
foreign government, etc.). Not all 
limitations on transferability of assets 
are considered to be restrictions for 
purposes of this test, which considers 
only specific third party restrictions on 
the ability of subsidiaries to transfer 
funds outside of the entity. For example, 
the presence of subsidiary debt which is 
secured by certain of the subsidiary’s 
assets does not constitute a restriction 
under this rule. However, if there are 
any loan provisions prohibiting dividend 
payments, loans or advances to the 
parent by a subsidiary, these are 
considered restrictions for purposes of 
computing restricted net assets. When a 
loan agreement requires that a 
subsidiary maintain certain working 
capital, net tangible asset, or net asset

3 Because the registrant does not control 50 
percent or less owned persons accounted for by the 
equity method, all of the parent’s equity in 
undistributed earnings of such persons would be 
included in this calculation.
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»
levels, or where formal compensating 
balance arrangements exist, there is 
considered to be a restriction under the

( rule because the lender’s intent is 
normally to preclude the transfer by 
dividend or otherwise of funds to the 
[ parent company. Similarly, a provision 
which requires that a subsidiary 
reinvest all of its earnings is a 
restriction, since this precludes loans, 
advances or dividends in the amount of 
such undistributed earnings by the 
entity. Where restrictions on the amount 
of funds which may be loaned or 
advanced differ from the amount 
restricted as to transfer in the form of 
cash dividends, the amount least 
restrictive to the subsidiary should be 
used in computing restricted net assets.

The disclosure required in the 
footnotes to the consolidated financial 
statements includes 1) a description of 
the restrictions on the ability of 
consolidated and unconsolidated 
subsidiaries to transfer funds to the 
parent in the form of loans, advances or 
cash dividends; 2) an identification of 
the sources of the restrictions (i.e., 
lender, regulatory agency, foreign 
government, etc.); and 3) the aggregate 
amount restricted relative to total 
consolidated net assets as of the end of 
the most recent fiscal year.

To determine whether condensed 
parent company financial information is 
required to be provided in a schedule, 
the above computation is modified by 
excluding the parent’s equity in 
undistributed earnings of 50 percent or 
less owned persons and the restricted 
net assets of unconsolidated 
subsidiaries from the test. If the total 
amount of restricted net assets of 
consolidated subsidiaries exceeds 25 
percent of total consolidated net assets, 
disclosures regarding the financial 
condition of the parent company must 
be provided in a schedule to the 
financial statements.

An amended Schedule III,
"Condensed Financial Information of 
Registrant,” will provide investors with 
information as to the financial position, 
changes in financial position and results 
of operations of the parent company 
only as of the same dates and for the 
same periods for which consolidated 
statements are required. The financial 
data required m aybe provided in a 
condensed form similar to that currently 
required for condensed statements on 
Form 10-Q.

Detailed footnotes normally required 
for complete financial statements may 
be omitted except for certain 
disclosures, which include 1) 
descriptions of material contingencies, 
significant provisions of long-term 
obligations and guarantees of the

registrant and a five-year schedule of 
maturities of the parent’s obligations 
(those items may be excluded from the 
schedule if they are disclosed in the 
consolidated financial statements); and 
2) disclosure of cash dividends paid to 
the parent by consolidated subsidiaries, 
unconsolidated subsidiaries, and 50 
percent or less owned persons, 
respectively, for each of the last three 
fiscal years.

In a related matter, in an August 1981 
release which is currently under 
consideration by the Commission,4 it 
was proposed that, among other things, 
Regulation S-K should include a new 
instruction to “Management’s 
Discussion and Analysis of Financial 
Condition and Results of Operations” to 
focus on liquidity of the parent 
company. The instruction would provide 
that where footnote disclosure of 
restrictions on the ability of subsidiaries 
to transfer funds to the parent in the 
form of cash dividends, loans or 
advances is required by Regulation S-X, 
management’s discussion of liquidity 
should include the nature and extent of 
the restrictions and the impact they 
have had or are expected to have on the 
ability of the parent company to meet its 
cash obligations.

Basis for Disclosure Requirements
The proposed rules for parent 

company disclosure elicited substantial 
response from commentators. Of the 122 
commentators responding to the 
proposed rules, 114 addressed the 
parent company requirements. About 
half of these commentators were 
generally supportive of the proposed 
parent company disclosures, while the 
others were opposed to one or more of 
its facets. Many commentators 
applauded the Commission for providing 
a rationale for requiring additional 
parent company disclosures and agreed 
that complete parent company financial 
statements are not generally necessary. 
Other commentators, however, 
questioned the need for even condensed 
financial information of the parent 
company, suggesting that all essential 
information could be derived from the 
consolidated financial statements, 
expanded footnote disclosures and the 
additional discussions in Management’s 
Discussion and Analysis of liquidity.

Basic premises of consolidated 
financial statements are that the parent 
company controls the affairs of its 
constituent companies, that there is a 
relatively free flow of funds among the

4 Release No. 33-6332 (August 6,1981) [46 FR 
41925, August 18,1981]. The new instruction was 
proposed as Instruction 6 to Item 303(a) of 
Regulation S-K.

various companies combined in the 
consolidated entity, and that the parent 
has the ability to manage their resources 
in the best interests of shareholders and 
creditors. The Commission concluded 
that parent company disclosures were 
needed in circumstances where the 
parent company may not exercise the 
level of control which consolidated 
statements lead users to presume. The 
operations of subsidiaries engaged in 
banking or insurane, for example, are in 
most cases subject to strict government 
regulation. The financial flexibility of 
these entities and the nature of their 
relationships with affiliated persons, 
including the parent company, are 
subject to regulatory restraints. In 
addition, subsidiaries often have 
financing agreements which may restrict 
the transfer of funds to a parent or other 
affiliated party or other types of 
transactions with affiliates. Also, where 
subsidiaries have significant minority 
equity interests, their operations may be 
influenced by these equity holders.

Where a parent company’s ability to 
control may be restricted to the extent 
that substantial control over the flow of 
funds within an enterprise may be 
impaired, the Commission believes 
investors should be provided the 
information necessary to evaluate the 
impact of such restrictions on the 
strength of the enterprise as a whole and 
on the security of their investments.

The Commission believes that 
adequate disclosure is not provided in 
consolidated financial statements where 
significant restrictions exist on the 
ability of a parent company to control 
the flow of funds of its consolidated, 
group. The Commission also concluded 
that its existing requirements for 
separate parent company disclosures 
were not adequate because of the nature 
of the tests used to determine the need 
for disclosures. Finally, where parent 
company financial information is 
considered necessary, the Commission 
concluded that complete separate 
statements of the parent were not 
necessary to meet the needs of 
investors.

The rules being adopted for parent 
company disclosures are based on the 
concept of identifying significant 
restrictions on funds flow between 
subsidiaries and parent set forth in the 
proposing release. Condensed parent 
company financial information will be 
required under certain conditions, but 
some revisions have been made to 
specific footnote disclosure 
requirements and to the related 
"triggering mechanisms” as a result of 
the Commission’s consideration of the 
comments received.
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Under the proposed rules, both 
footnote disclosure of restrictions on 
funds flow to the parent company and 
condensed parent company financial 
information would have been triggered 
by an identical “25% restricted net 
assets test.” Under the proposed test, 
the amount of undistributed earnings of 
50 percent or less owned persons 
accounted for by the equity method 
would be added to the restricted net 
assets of subsidiaries and compared 
with total consolidated net assets. 
Certain commentators questioned the 
inclusion of undistributed earnings of 
such persons and the restricted net 
assets of unconsolidated subsidiaries in 
any test to trigger additional parent 
company information. Their view was 
that it did not seem appropriate to 
trigger footnote and schedule 
information solely on the basis that a 
company had significant investments in 
50 percent or less owned persons or 
unconsolidated subsidiaries. Since the 
parent company would still be able to 
exercise the level of control over the net 
assets of consolidated subsidiaries as 
presumed by users, commentators 
questioned the need for separate parent 
company information in such 
circumstances. Further, commentators 
noted that if such investments were 
material the proposed significant 
subsidiary rules would require 
summarized financial information and 
possibly complete financial statements 
for such persons.

Accordingly, the amount of 
undistributed earnings of 50 percent or 
less owned persons and the restricted 
net assets of unconsolidated 
subsidiaries have not been included in 
the final rules for determining whether 
schedule disclosure of condensed parent 
company financial information is 
required. However, these amounts must 
be included in the tests used to 
determine whether additional footnote 
disclosure is required. Since a parent 
may be unable to control the payment of 
dividends, loans or advances from a 50 
percent or less owned person, the net 
assets of such persons are relevant and 
need be considered, if significant, along 
with restricted net assets of both 
consolidated and unconsolidated 
subsidiaries to evaluate the need for 
footnote discussion of restrictions on the 
parent’s control.

The proposed rules to trigger parent 
company disclosures defined restricted 
net assets of subsidiaries as the amount 
of net assets which may not be loaned 
or advanced to the parent without the 
consent of third parties. Restrictions on 
cash dividends by subsidiaries were not 
included for purposes of this test based

on the view that any restrictions, under 
loan covenants or otherwise, which limit 
the transfer of funds to affiliates through 
loans or advances would similarly 
restrict cash dividends. Certain 
commentators suggested that 
restrictions on loans or advances often 
do not prevent the distribution of cash 
dividends. Accordingly, the test for 
determining restricted net assets has 
been expanded in the final rules to 
include restrictions on cash dividends.

In addition to the specific footnote 
disclosure requirements adopted in the 
amended rules, the proposed rules 
would have required disclosure of the 
amounts of undistributed earnings of 
consolidated subsidiaries, 
unconsolidated subsidiaries, and 50 
percent or less owned persons 
accounted for by the equity method, and 
of the amounts restricted as to dividend 
distribution. A reconciliation of the 
parent’s equity in undistributed earnings 
of 50 percent or less owned persons and 
consolidated and unconsolidated 
subsidiaries to total consolidated 
retained earnings would also have been 
required. Many commentators 
questioned the usefulness of any 
reconciliation of retained earnings 
amounts. Others suggested that such a 
presentation could be complex, may 
require arbitrary allocations of 
consolidating adjustments, and may be 
difficult to understand. In response to 
the commentators’ concerns about the 
burdens associated with presenting thi3 
information and its utility, the proposed 
requirement for footnote disclosure of 
undistributed earnings and the related 
reconciliation to consolidated retained 
earnings have not been included in the 
amended rules.

A majority of the commentators 
supported the use of net assets as an 
appropriate base to assess the need for 
parent company disclosures. In their 
view, availability of dividends to 
shareholders and ability to service debt 
requirements are often assessed by a 
company’s net asset strength. Further, 
net assets represent a well-defined and 
familiar unit of financial measure. 
However, commentators also suggested 
that guidelines be included in any final 
rules to specify the appropriate 
treatment of redeemable preferred 
stocks and minority interests in 
computing net assets for purposes of the 
test. Since the amended rules are 
intended to provide information as to 
the ability of a parent company to meet 
its financial obligations, appropriate 
consideration should be given to the 
impact on a parent company of future 
cash obligations associated with

redeemable preferred stocks.5 Similarly, 
it would be inappropriate to include 
minority interests in criteria used to 
evaluate the parent’s control over 
consolidated resources. Therefore, the 
final rules provide that redeemable 
preferred stocks and minority interests 
shall be deducted in computing net 
assets for purposes of this test.6

Unconsolidated Subsidiaries and 50 
Percent or Less Owned Persons

The amended rules require the 
presentation of summarized financial 
information for unconsolidated 
subsidiaries and 50 percent or less 
owned persons accounted for by the 
equity method in a footnote when either 
asset or income tests based on certain 
10 percent measurements are met. In 
addition, audited separate financial 
statements are required in filings with . 
the Commission if either of the tests are 
met at a higher level of 20 percent.
These tests are referred to in Regulation 
S -X  as the significant subsidiary test 
and have been amended to include the 
following:

Asset tests—
• the registrant’s and its other subsidiaries’ 
investments in and advances to the 
subsidiary or 50 percent or less owned person 
exceed 10 percent of the registrant’s 
consolidated assets.
• the registrant’s and its other subsidiaries’ 
proportionate share of the total assets (after 
intercompany eliminations) of the subsidiary 
or 50 percent or less owned person exceeds 
10 percent of the registrant’s consolidated 
assets.

Income test—
• the registrant’s and its other subsidiaries’ 
equity in income from continuing operations 
before income taxes, extraordinary items and 
cumulative effect of a change in accounting 
principle of the subsidiary or 50 percent or 
less owned person exceeds 10 percent of such 
income of the registrant consolidated.

By raising the level of the percentage 
tests for providing audited separate 
financial statements in Commission 
filings from 10 to 20 percent, greater 
reliance is being placed on summarized 
financial information. To improve 
consistency in reporting this 
information, rules are also being 
adopted to establish standards for the

BIn Accounting Series Release No. (“ASR”) 268 
(July 27,1979) [44 FR 45610], redeemable preferred 
stocks were defined as any stocks subject to 
mandatory redemption requirements or whose 
redemption is outside the control of the issuer.

6 Although ASR 268 permits the inclusion of 
redeemable preferred stocks in stockholder’s equity 
for purposes of presenting ratios, charts or other 
data, these stocks are to be excluded from net 
assets for purposes of this test because of the 
related cash obligations of such stocks.



Federal Register /  Vol. 46, No. 220 /  Monday, November 16, 1981 /  Rules and Regulations 561 7 5

content of summarized financial 
information.

Since separate financial statements of 
unconsolidated subsidiaries and 50 
percent or less owned persons are only 
considered necessary to satisfy the 
informational needs of sophisticated 
users, they are required in registration 
and reporting forms filed with the 
Commission, but not in annual reports to 
security holders. These separate 
statements should comply with all 
provisions of Regulation S-X, including 
the schedule requirements.

Discussion of Final Rules
The amended rules for separate 

financial disclosures for unconsolidated 
subsidiaries and 50 percent owned 
persons accounted for by the equity 
method have been adopted substantially 
as proposed in the May 1981 release. 
These rules are based on the 
Commission’s view that summarized 
financial information may be adequate 
for disclosure purposes up to the point 
when the financial impact of a 
subsidiary or person becomes so 
significant that more detailed disclosure 
becomes necessary to an evaluation of 
the overall financial condition of a 
reporting entity. While recognizing that 
quantifying that level of significance 
may be an arbitrary determination, the 
Commission concluded that the 
proposed 20 percent level is a 
reasonable standard for determining 
when the more detailed disclosures 
provided by complete financial 
statements are necessary in filings with 
the Commission. A majority of the 
commentators expressed support for the 
proposal and agreed that the 20 percent 
level was a reasonable percentage for 
the determination of whether separate 
financial statements are required.

Certain commentators suggested that 
the Commission’s rules should be 
eliminated because they are duplicative 
of generally accepted accounting 
principles (“GAAP”).-While the 
Commission recognizes that GAAP 
(APB Opinion No. 18) calls for the 
presentation of either separate financial 
statements or summarized financial 
information, guidance is not provided as 
to when either of these alternatives may 
be more appropriate. The new rules 
establish uniform standards to 
determine the degree of detailed 
information to be included in filings with 
the Commission. The Commission 
recognizes that many registrants often 
elect to include full separate financial 
statements for significant 
unconsolidated subsidiaries or 50 
percent or less owned persons in their 
annual reports to security holders. The 
new rules do not eliminate this option,

and registrants may continue to provide 
either separate financial statements or 
summarized financial information in 
their annual reports as they deem to be 
appropriate.

As proposed, the significant 
subsidiary test, used to trigger separate 
financial disclosure of unconsolidated 
subsidiaries or persons and other 
financial disclosures under the 
Commission’s rules, was based on the 
existing definition, except that the sales 
test was eliminated. The elimination of 
the sales criterion from the significant 
subsidiary test in the final rules is based 
on the view that the presentation of 
additional financial disclosures of an 
affiliated entity may not be meaningful 
if the affiliate has a high sales volume 
but a relatively low profit margin. In 
such circumstances, the affiliate has 
little financial impact on the operating 
results of the consolidated group. Most 
commentators supported the elimination 
of the sales test from the definition of a 
significant subsidiary.

Several commentators suggested that 
the income test, which was proposed to 
be based on income before income 
taxes, extraordinary items and the 
cumulative effect of a change in 
accounting principle, also exclude the 
results of discontinued operations and 
the related gain or loss on disposition. 
The Commission agrees that income 
from continuing operations is a  more 
appropriate measure of the relative 
significance of an individual entity to a 
consolidated group. The significant 
subsidiary test in the final rules has 
been revised to state that the income 
test should be based on income from 
continuing operations only.

Historically, separate financial 
statements of unconsolidated 
subsidiaries and 50 percent or less 
owned persons have been required to be 
audited and presented, insofar as 
practicable, as of the same dates and for 
the same periods as those of the 
registrant. Certain commentators 
questioned the necessity of an audit 
requirement for prior years when an 
entity first meets the test of a significant 
subsidiary. In their view, the burden of 
obtaining audits for prior years in which 
an entity was not significant may not be 
cost-justified. The Commission believes 
that this is a valid concern, and, 
accordingly, the amended rules permit 
the presentation of prior years’ financial 
statements on an unaudited basis in 
these circumstances.

The final rules require the 
presentation of summarized financial 
information when any of the significant 
subsidiary tests is met on an aggregate 
basis by any combination of

unconsolidated subsidiaries and 50 
percent or less owned persons. The 
proposed requirements included ¿ 
provision under which summarized 
information could be omitted for one or 
more entities provided that (1) it was 
impracticable to furnish the information, 
and (2) the omitted information did not 
exceed 5 percent under any of the tests. 
The proposed 5 percent ceiling on 
omitted information was intended to 
emphasize that arguments as to 
impracticability would be rejected if the 
information to be omitted exceeded the 
5 percent test. However, this aspect of 
the proposed rules had the unintended 
effect of confusing many of the 
commentators. Certain of the 
commentators viewed the proposed 
ceiling as a reduction of the reporting 
threshold for presenting summarized 
information from 10 to 5 percent. Others 
pointed out that if it is impracticable to 
obtain certain information, the fact that 
the omitted information is greater than 5 
percent does not make it practicable.
For this reason and to avoid confusion, 
the proposed 5 percent ceiling on 
omitted information has been deleted 
from the amended rules. The 
Commission emphasizes that the 
required additional financial 
information is warranted whether 
“significance" is attributable to the 
contribution of an individual subsidiary 
or person or from a combination of such 
subsidiaries or persons. Since the 
Commission believes that the 
summarized information should be 
complete, requests for permission to 
omit some entities from the summarized 
financial information will not be granted 
in a routine manner.

Summarized Financial Information

An integral part of the proposed rules 
concerned the establishment of 
standards for the content of summarized 
financial information. Such information 
would be required for those entities 
which meet the revised significant 
subsidiary rules. Many commentators 
suggested that the proposed standards 
for summarized information should be 
eliminated and that the private sector 
should develop such standards. Other 
commentators, however, noted the 
absence of specific guidelines for the 
content of this information and 
supported the Commission’s effort to 
establish such minimum standards. The 
Commission believes that standards for 
summarized information are necessary 
in order for it to adopt these reduced 
requirements and to provide consistency 
in reporting this financial information. 
Should the FASB establish such 
standards, the Commission will
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reevaluate the necessity lor its own 
standards.

Many commentators questioned the 
proposed requirement that footnote 
disclosure accompany summarized 
financial information. Some 
commentators opposed the general 
requirement providing for disclosures 
necessary to make the information 
presented “not misleading” on the basis 
that neither objectives nor detailed 
standards exist for the presentation of 
such information. Other commentators 
argued that disclosure of material 
contingencies and five-year maturity 
data should only be required when these 
items are material to the consolidated 
financial statements. The Commission 
has considered these views and agrees 
that these disclosures are necessary 
only when material to the consolidated 
financial statements of the primary 
reporting entity. Accordingly, the 
proposed requirements for footnote 
disclosure are not included in the final 
rules.

The rules being adopted generally 
indicate that whenever summarized 
financial information is required under 
Regulation S -X  it shall consist of 
summarized information as to assets, 
liabilities and results of operations of 
the entity or entities for which the 
information is required.7 Insofar as is 
practicable, summarized financial 
information shall be provided as of the 
same dates and for the same periods for 
which audited consolidated financial 
statements are required.

The items to be included in the 
summarized results of operations are 
based on existing requirements for 
footnote disclosure of certain selected 
quarterly financial data 8 and are as 
follows:

—net sales or gross revenues;
—gross profit (or, alternatively, costs 

and expenses applicable to net sales or 
gross revenues);

—income or loss from continuing 
operations before extraordinary items 
and cumulative effect of a change in 
accounting principle;

—net income or loss.
The content of the summarized results 

of operations is basically being adopted 
as proposed, except that income or loss 
is to be presented on a continuing 
operations basis for reasons consistent 
with changes in the significant 
subsidiary test discussed earlier. For

7 Where summarized financial information is 
referred to and required by S 210.10-01(b) for 
interim periods, only summarized information as to 
results of operations is required.

'Adopted as § 210.3-16{t) in Accounting Series 
Release No. 177 (September 10,1975). The rule has 
subsequently been transferred to Item 12 of 
Regulation S-K.

specialized industries in which gross 
profit is not computed, information may 
be substituted which is more meaningful 
to an entity’s operations. A bank, for 
example, could present total interest 
income, total interest expense, provision 
for loan losses, and security gains or 
losses in lieu of sales and related costs 
and expenses. Similarly, an insurance 
company could present information as 
to net premiums earned, net investment 
income, underwriting costs and 
expenses, and realized gains or losses 
on investments.

The rules being adopted for 
summarized financial information as to 
assets and liabilities recognize that 
differences exist in balance sheet 
presentations among different 
industries. In industries in which 
classified balance sheets are presented, 
disclosure is required of the amounts of 
current and noncurrent assets and 
liabilities. For industries in which 
classified balance sheets are not 
presented, information is required as to 
the nature and amount of the major 
components of an entity's assets and 
liabilities. A finance company, for 
example, should disclose the portion of 
its total assets represented by net loan 
Teceivables when that item represents 
one of that company’s largest assets. 
Long-term liabilities and redeemable 
preferred stock should be disclosed 
regardless of the type of balance sheet 
presented.

Other Issues

The proposed rules would have 
retained certain existing disclosure 
requirements where differences exist 
between the registrant’s cost and 
underlying equity in net assets for an 
investment accounted for by the equity 
method. Certain commentators 
recognized these requirements as 
duplicative of GAAP 9 and 
recommended their deletion. These 
disclosure requirements have been 
eliminated in the final rules.

Minor revisions have also been made 
to the proposed rules to clarify their 
intent where necessary. For example, 
the rule which explains when the 
acquisition of another company in a 
business combination accounted for as a 
pooling of interests meets the asset test 
of a significant subsidiary has been 
expanded to indicate that such test is to 
be applied only for purposes of 
determining a reportable event under 
Form 8-K or a future business 
succession (§ 210.3-08).

8 Paragraph 20a of APB Opinion No. 18.

Consolidated Subsidiaries Engaged in 
Diverse Financial Activities

The amended rules eliminate existing 
requirements to furnish, in filings with 
the Commission, separate financial 
statements of consolidated subsidiaries 
engaged in diverse financial-type 
businesses. Under existing rules, 
registrants with significant subsidiaries 
engaged in the businesses of life 
insurance, fire and casualty insurance, 
banking, securities brokerage, savings 
and loan, or finance are required to 
present separate or combined financial 
statements for consolidated subsidiaries 
in such businesses.

Consolidated financial statements 
comprised of a variety of specialized 
financial-type businesses are often 
complex and difficult to analyze and the 
disaggregated disclosure provided by 
separate financial statements has been 
considered necessary to perform a 
detailed analysis of the enterprise. A 
matter which frequently contributes to 
the complexity of a consolidated 
presentation is the fact that certain of 
the consolidated entities operate in 
highly regulated environments. The 
portion of the consolidated entity to 
which regulatory restraints relate and 
the impact such restraints have on the 
enterprise as a whole are often difficult 
to ascertain from the consolidated 
statements. The disclosures required 
under the existing rules can provide 
sophisticated investors with a better 
understanding of the relative strengths 
and weaknesses of the various 
businesses which the enterprise 
operates and generally provide a better 
basis upon which to evaluate trends.

While attentive to the informational 
needs of the sophisticated investor, the 
Commission is also sensitive to the 
reporting burdens imposed by these and 
other requirements for separate 
statements. In an effort to ease such 
reporting burdens, the Commission 
proposed, as part of the May 1981 
release, to eliminate requirements for 
these separate financial statements and 
to rely instead on condensed financial 
information. Under the proposed rule, 
condensed financial information as to 
financial position, changes in financial 
position and results of operations would 
be required to be presented in a 
schedule as of the same dates and for 
the same periods covered by the 
consolidated financial statements. The 
financial information would not have to 
be presented in any greater detail than 
is required for condensed statements in 
interim reports filed on Form 10-Q and 
in registration statements, where 
required. Detailed footnotes which
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would normally be required for 
complete financial statements could be 
omitted.

Most commentators reacted favorably 
to the perceived reduction in reporting 
burdens resulting from the new 
requirements to furnish only condensed 
information. However, a significant 
number of commentators questioned the 
need for even condensed financial 
information and suggested that there 
was insufficient basis for requiring 
additional disclosures of finance-type 
businesses. These respondents believed 
that the segment data required by 
Statement of Financial Accounting 
Standards (“SFAS”) No. 14 provides 
adequate information both for users of 
annual reports to security holders and 
for sophisticated investors.

SFAS No. 14 requires public 
companies to provide certain 
disaggregated disclosures regarding 
operations in different industries, 
foreign operations, export sales and 
major customers. Principal disclosures 
required for each reportable segment 
include revenues, operating profit or 
loss, identifiable assets, depreciation 
and capital expenditures. The 
Commission reiterates its view that the 
disclosures required by SFAS No. 14 
provide meaningful information 
regarding the principal segments of a 
business in which an enterprise operates 
and that the degree of disclosure 
provided is adequate for purposes of 
annual reports to shareholders.

Careful consideration has been given 
to the benefits of the additional 
disclosures in Commission filings 
required by the proposed rules, the 
related reporting burdens, the needs of 
sophisticated investors and the 
comments of respondents on the 
proposed rules. The Commission’s 
decision to delete all requirements for 
additional financial information for

consolidated finance-type subsidiaries 
was significantly influenced by its 
conclusion that the disclosures required 
by SFAS No. 14 provide adequate 
information on these activities to most 
investors, and by the views of 
commentators that the marginal utility 
of information required by the proposed 
rules may not be cost-justified, 
considering the burdens associated with 
the presentation of such information.

Affiliates Whose Securities Are Pledged 
as Collateral

The final rules retain existing 
requirements to include financial 
statements of affiliates in filings with 
the Commission when the securities of 
the affiliate constitute a substantial 
portion of the collateral of any class of 
securities registered or being registered. 
For purposes of compliance with these 
requirements, an affiliate’s securities are 
deemed to constitute a substantial 
portion of collateral if the aggregate 
principal amount, par value, book value 
as carried by the registrant, or market 
value of such securities, whichever is 
greatest, equals 20 percent or more of 
the principal amount of the secured 
class of securities.

These financial statements are 
generally required to be audited as of 
the same dates and for the same periods 
as the consolidated statements and must 
be presented in full compliance with 
Regulation S-X. However, financial 
statements of affiliates are not required 
when they are otherwise filed with the 
Commission on an individual or 
consolidated basis.

Most commentators agreed that such 
statements are essential to an 
evaluation of the ability of an affiliate to 
satisfy its commitment in the «vent of 
default by the registrant. The 
commentators also supported the 
Commission’s view that when such

financial statements are required they 
should be as comprehensive as those 
presented by the registrant. Accordingly, 
the existing requirements for separate 
financial statements of affiliates whose 
securities are pledged as collateral have 
been retained in the final rules being 
adopted.

In addition to situations involving 
collateralized securities of affiliates, 
separate financial statements of the 
guarantors of indebtedness of a 
registrant are usually required to be 
filed under the Commission’s rules. In 
such situations, the Commission has 
generally relied upon the provisions of 
Regulation S-X  (§ 210.3-13] which 
require the filing of other financial 
statements when necessary for an 
adequate presentation of the financial 
condition of the registrant.

The bases for requiring separate 
financial statements of both guarantors 
and affiliates whose securities 
collateralize an offering are the same. In 
both instances, separate financial 
statements are considered necessary for 
an assessment of the ability of an entity 
to satisfy its commitment in the event of 
default by the registrant. To clarify the 
Commission’s practice, the rules have 
been amended to specify that separate 
financial statements of guarantors are 
required in Commission filings.

Summarization of Existing And 
Amended Rules

The table which follows is presented 
as a guide to assist the reader in 
understanding the more significant 
changes being adopted by comparing the 
existing and amended rules. This table 
should be used as a supplement to the 
discussion of the existing rules and 
changes to those rules provided in 
earlier sections of this release.

Existing rules

Parent company only:
When required:

—Parent is a holding company; o r....................... ......................... ...........................
—Parent is an operating company whose consolidated subsidiaries have minority 

equity interests or indebtedness to unaffiliated persons in amounts which exceed 5 
percent of total consolidated assets; however, if the parent’s total assets, exclusive 
of investments in and advances to its consolidated subsidiaries, constitute 75 
percent or more of total consolidated assets, and its total sales and revenues, 
exclusive of interest and dividends received from or its equity in earnings of 
consolidated subsidiaries, constitute 75 percent or more of total consolidated sales 
and revenues, separate statements may be omitted.

Information required:
—Separate audited financial statements as of the same dates and for the same 

periods as consolidated financial statements.

Amended rules

—The amended rules focus on thé existence of restrictions on the ability of subsidiaries to 
transfer funds to the parent company. Footnote disclosure requirements are triggered when 
the registrant's proportionate share of net assets of subsidiaries (after intercompany 
eliminations) restricted from being transferred to the parent company in the form of loans, 
advances or cash dividends and its equity in undistributed earnings of 50 percent or less 
owned persons accounted for by the equity method, together, exceed 25 percent of 
consolidated net assets as of the end of the most recent fiscal year. Requirements for 
additional parent company financial disclosure are triggered by the same test, except that 
unconsolidated subsidiaries and 50 percent or less owned persons are excluded from the 
computation.

—Separate parent company financial statements (§§210.3-03, 3-04 and 3-05) are no longer 
required.

—Disclosure is required in footnotes to consolidated financial statements about restrictions on 
the ability of both consolidated and unconsolidated subsidiaries to transfer funds to the 
parent company in the form of cash dividends, loans or advances (§210.4-08(e)).

—The significance of the aggregate amount of restricted net assets to consolidated net assets 
as of the end of the most recent fiscal year shall be disclosed.

—Footnote disclosure wilt be supplemented by the presentation of condensed financial 
information as to financial position, changes in financial position and results ot operations of 
the parent company only in a schedule to consolidated financial statements (§§210.5-04 and 
12-04).
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Existing rules Amended rules

Unconsolidated subsidiaries and 50 percent or less owned persons:
When required:

—When any one of the following tests are met... ....................................... ................
Asset tests____............___ ,____ ___________ .....— ......----------- ......— .....--------
Registrant's investment in subsidiary or person, or registrant's proportionate share 

of total assets (after intercompany eliminations) of subsidiary or person exceeds 
10 percent of registrant's consolidated assets.

Sales test..................... ..................._______ .......................................... .............
Registrant’s proportionate share of total sales or revenues (after intercompany 

eliminations) of the subsidiary or person exceeds 10 percent of registrant’s 
consolidated sales and revenues.

Income test...............;................_____ _______ ............. ..... ....................................
Registrant's equity In income before income taxes, extraordinary items and 

cumulative effect of an accounting change of the subsidiary or person exceeds 
10 percent of such income of the registrant consolidated.

Information required:
—When the test is met by an individual subsidiary or person___......................— .........

—Separate or combined audited financial statements as of the same dates and for 
the periods as consolidated financial statements.

—When the test is met on an aggregate basis by a group of unconsolidated 
subsidiaries or 50 percent or less owned persons.
—Summarized financial information as to assets, liabilities and results of operations... 

Consolidated subsidiaries engaged in diverse financial activities:
When required:

—Consolidated subsidiary or group of consolidated subsidiaries meet die significant 
subsidiary test and is engaged in the business of life insurance, fire arid casualty 
insurance, banking, savings and loan, securities brokerage or finance.

—Investment in all nonsignificant financial-type consolidated subsidiaries not included 
above exceeds 10 percent of registrant's total assets.

—Notwithstanding above, no additional information required if any one of the following 
conditions are met.

—Consolidated subsidiary or group does not meet the significant subsidiary te st...
—Consolidated subsidiary’s or group’s assets, revenues, and pre-tax income each 

exceed 90 percent of consolidated amounts.
—Ninety percent of consolidated subsidiary’s or group’s revenues are derived 

from registrant and its other subsidiaries.
Information required:

—Separate audited financial statements of the subsidiary or subsidiaries as of the 
same dates and for the same periods as the consolidated financial statements. 

Affiliates whose securities are pledged as collateral:
» When required:

—Securities of an affiliated company constitute a substantial portion of the collateral 
for ariy class of securities being registered.

—An affiliate’s securities are deemed to constitute a substantial portion of collateral if 
the greater of aggregate principal amount, par value, book value as carried by the 
registrant, or market value of such securities equals 20 percent or more of the 
secured class of securities.

Information required:
—Audited separate financial statements as of the same dates and for the same 

periods as the consolidated financial statements of the registrant

— When any one of the following tests are met 
Asset tests.
No change.

This test is deleted.

Income test.
Registrant’s equity in income from continuing operations before income taxes, extraordinary 

items and cumulative effect of an accounting change of the subsidiary or person exceeds 10 
percent of such income of the registrant consolidated.

— When the test is met on a 10 percent level on an individual or aggregate basis, summarized 
financial information is required in notes to consolidated financial statements (§210.4-08(g)). 
To improve consistency in reporting, standard content requirements for summarized financial 
information are established (§210.1-02(aa)).

Separate or combined financial statements are required in filings only when an individual 
subsidiary or person meets the tests based on a 20 percent reporting threshold (§210.3-09).

These requirements are deleted.

— No changes adopted to existing rules except to clarify that rules also apply to guarantors of 
securities of a registrant.

No change.

Text of Amended Rules
Title 17 CFR Chapter II is amended as 

follows:

PART 210— FORM AND CONTENT OF 
AND REQUIREMENTS FOR FINANCIAL 
STATEMENTS, SECURITIES ACT OF
1933, SECURITIES EXCHANGE ACT OF
1934, PUBLIC UTILITY HOLDING 
COMPANY ACT OF 1935, INVESTMENT 
COMPANY ACT OF 1940, AND 
ENERGY POLICY AND 
CONSERVATION ACT OF 1975

1. Section 210.1-02 is amended by 
revising paragraph (v) and adding new 
paragraph (aa) to read as follows:

§ 210.1-02 D efin itions o f te rm s used in 
Regu la tion  S -X  
* * * * *

(v) Significant su bsid iary. The term 
“significant subsidiary” means a 
subsidiary, including its subsidiaries, 
which meets any of the following 
conditions:

(1) The registrant’s and its other ' 
subsidiaries’ investments in and 
advances to the subsidiary exceed 10 
percent of the total assets of the

registrant and its subsidiaries 
consolidated as of the end of the most 
recently completed fiscal year (for 
purposes of determining whether the 
past or future acquisition of another 
company in a business combination 
accounted for as a pooling of interests is 
significant for purposes of applying 
§ 210.3-08 or reporting on Form 8-K, this 
condition is also met when the number 
of common shares exchanged by the 
registrant exceeds 10 percent of its total 
common shares outstanding at the date 
the combination is initiated}; or

(2) The registrant’s and its other 
subsidiaries’ proportionate share of the 
total assets (after intercompany 
eliminations) of the subsidiary exceeds 
10 percent of the total assets of the 
registrants and its subsidiaries 
consolidated as of the end of the most 
recently completed fiscal year; or

(3) The registrant’s and its other 
subsidiaries’ equity in the income from 
continuing operations before income 
taxes, extraordinary items and 
cumulative effect of a change in 
accounting principle of the subsidiary 
exceeds 10 percent of such income of the

registrant and its subsidiaries 
consolidated for the most recently 
completed fiscal year.

Computational note: For purposes of 
making the prescribed income test the 
following guidance should be applied:

1. When a loss has been incurred by either 
the parent and its subsidiaries consolidated 
or the tested subsidiary, but not both, the 
equity in the income or loss of the tested 
subsidiary should be excluded horn the 
income of the registrant and its subsidiaries 
consolidated for purposes of the computation.

2. If income of the registrant and its 
subsidiaries consolidated for the most recent 
fiscal year is at least 10 percent lower than 
the average of the income for the last five 
fiscal years, such average income should be 
substituted for purposes of the computation. 
Any loss years should be omitted for 
purposes of computing average income. 
* * * * *

(aa) Sum m arized fin a n cia l 
inform ation. (1) Except as provided in 
paragraph (aa)(2), “summarized 
financial information” referred to in this 
regulation shall mean the presentation 
of summarized information as to the 
assets, liabilities and results of 
operations of the entity for which the



Federal Register /  Vol. 48, No. 220 /  Monday, November 16, 1981 /  Rules and Regulations 5 6 179

information is required. Summarized 
financial information shall include the 
following disclosures:

(1) Current assets, noncurrent assets, 
current liabilities, noncurrent liabilities, 
and, when applicable, redeemable 
preferred stocks (see § 210.5-02.28) and 
minority interests (for specialized 
industries in which classified balance 
sheets are normally not presented, 
information shall be provided as to the 
nature and amount of the major 
components of assets and liabilities);

(ii) Net sales or gross revenues, gross 
profit (or, alternatively, costs and 
expenses applicable to net sales or gross 
revenues), income or loss from 
continuing operations before 
extraordinary items and cumulative 
effect of a change in accounting 
principle, and net income or loss (for 
specialized industries, other information 
may be substituted for sales and related 
costs and expenses if necessary for a 
more meaningful presentation); and

(2) Summarized financial information 
for unconsolidated subsidiaries and 50 
percent or less owned persons referred 
to in and required by § 210.10-01(b) for 
interim periods shall include the 
information required by paragraph 
(aa)(l)(ii) of this section.

§§ 210.3-03,210.3-04 and 210.3-05 
[Removed]

2. Sections 210.3-03, 210.3-04 and 
210.3-05 are removed.

3. Section 210.3-09 is revised to read 
as follows:

§ 210.3-09 Separate financ ia l sta tem ents 
o f subsid iaries not conso lida ted  and 50 
percent o r le ss  ow ned persons.

(a) If any of the conditions set forth in 
§ 210.1-02(v), substituting 20 percent for 
10 percent in the tests used therein to 
determine a significant subsidiary, are 
met for a majority-owned subsidiary not 
consolidated by the registrant or by a 
subsidiary of the registrant, separate 
financial statements of such subsidiary 
shall be filed. Similarly, if any of the 
conditions set forth therein, substituting 
20 percent for 10 percent, are met by a 
50 percent or less owned person 
accounted for by the equity method 
either by the registrant or a subsidiary 
of the registrant, separate financial 
statements of such 50 percent or less 
owned person shall be filed.

(b) Insofar as practicable, the separate 
financial statements required by this 
section shall be as of the same dates 
and for the same periods as the audited 
consolidated financial statements 
required by § § 210.3-01 and 3-02. 
However, these separate financial 
statements are required to be audited 
only for those fiscal years in which any

of the conditions described in § 210.1- 
02(v) are met. For purposes of a filing on 
Form 10-K, if the fiscal year of any 
majority-owned subsidiary not 
consolidated or any 50 percent or less 
owned person ends within 90 days 
before the date of filing, or if the fiscal 
year ends after the date of filing, the 
required financial statements may be 
filed as an amendment to the report 
within 90 days after the end of such 
subsidiary’s or person’s fiscal year.

(c) Notwithstanding the requirements 
for separate financial statements in 
paragraph (a) of this section, where 
financial statements of two or more 
majority-owned subsidiaries not 
consolidated are required, combined or 
consolidated statements of such 
subsidiaries may be filed subject to 
principles of inclusion and exclusion 
which clearly exhibit the financial 
position, changes in financial position 
and results of operations of the 
combined or consolidated group. 
Similarly, where financial statements of 
two or more 50 percent or less owned 
persons are required, combined or 
consolidated statements of such persons 
may be filed subject to the same 
principles of inclusion or exclusion 
referred to above.

4. Section 210.3-10 is amended by 
revising the section heading and 
paragraph (a) to read as follows:

§ 210.3-10 F inancia l sta tem ents o f 
guarantors and affilia tes w hose  se cu rit ie s  
co lla te ra lize  an issue  reg iste red  o r be ing 
reg istered.

(a) For each guarantor of any class of 
securities of a registrant and each 
affiliate of the registrant whose 
securities constitute a substantial 
portion of the collateral for any class of 
securities registered or being registered, 
there shall be filed the financial 
statements that would be required if the 
guarantor or affiliate were a registrant 
and required to file financial statements. 
However, statements need not be filed 
pursuant to this instruction for any 
person whose statements are otherwise 
filed with the registration statement on 
an individual or consolidated basis.

§210.3A-02 [Am ended]
5. Section 210.3A-02 is amended by 

removing paragraph (e).

§§ 210.3A-03, 210.3A-05 and 210.3A-07 
[Rem oved]

6. Sections 210.3A-03, 210.3A-05, and 
210.3A-07 are removed and §§ 210.3A - 
04, 210.3A-06 and 210.3A-08 are 
redesignated as §§ 210.3A-03, 210.3A-04 
and 210.3A-05, respectively.

7. Section 210.4-08 is amended by 
revising paragraph (e), redesignating 
paragraphs (g) through (k) as paragraphs

(h) through (1), and adding new 
paragraph (g) to read as follows:

§ 210.4-08 Genera l no tes to  financ ia l 
statem ents.
* * * * *

(e) R estriction s w hich lim it the 
paym ent o f dividends b y  the registrant.

(1) Describe the most significant 
restrictions, other than as reported 
under paragraph (d) of this section, on 
the payment of dividends by the 
registrant, indicating their sources, their 
pertinent provisions, and the amount of 
retained earnings or net income 
restricted or free of restrictions.

(2) Disclose the amount of 
consolidated retained earnings which 
represents undistributed earnings of 50 
percent or less owned persons 
accounted for by the equity method.

(3) The disclosures in paragraphs (3)
(i) and (ii) in this section shall be 
provided when the restricted net assets 
of consolidated and unconsolidated 
subsidiaries and the parent’s equity in 
the undistributed earnings of 50 percent 
or less owned persons accounted for by 
the equity method together exceed 25 
percent of consolidated net assets as of 
the end of the most recently completed 
fiscal year. For purposes of this test, 
restricted net assets of subsidiaries shall 
mean that amount of the registrant’s 
proportionate share of net assets (after 
intercompany eliminations) reflected in 
the balance sheets of its consolidated 
and unconsolidated subsidiaries as of 
the end of the most recent fiscal year 
which may not be transferred to the 
parent company in the form of loans, 
advances or cash dividends by the 
subsidiaries without the consent of a 
third party (i.e., lender, regulatory 
agency, foreign government, etc.). Not 
all limitations on transferability of 
assets are considered to be restrictions 
for purposes of this test, which 
considers only specific third party 
restrictions on the ability of subsidiaries 
to transfer funds outside of the entity. 
For example, the presence of subsidiary 
debt which is secured by certain of the 
subsidiary’s assets does not constitute a 
restriction under this rule. However, if 
there are any loan provisions prohibiting 
dividend payments, loans or advances 
to the parent by a subsidiary, these are 
considered restrictions for purposes of 
computing restricted net assets. When a 
loan agreement requires that a 
subsidiary maintain certain working 
capital, net tangible asset, or net asset 
levels, or where formal compensating 
arrangements exist, there is considered 
to be a restriction under the rule 
because the lender’s intent is normally 
to preclude the transfer by dividend or
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otherwise of funds to the parent 
company. Similarly, a provision which 
requires that a subsidiary reinvest all of 
its earnings is a restriction, since this 
precludes loans, advances or dividends 
in the amount of such undistributed 
earnings by the entity. Where 
restrictions on the amount of funds 
which may be loaned or advanced differ 
from the amount restricted as to transfer 
in the form of cash dividends, the 
amount least restrictive to the 
subsidiary shall be used. Redeemable 
preferred stocks (§ 210.5-02.28) and 
minority interests shall be deducted in 
computing net assets for purposes of this 
test.

(1) Describe the nature of any 
restrictions on the ability of 
consolidated subsidiaries and 
unconsolidated subsidiaries to transfer 
funds to the registrant in the form of 
cash dividends, loans or advances (i.e., 
borrowing arrangements, regulatory 
restraints, foreign government, etc.).

(ii) Disclose separately the amounts of 
such restricted net assets for 
unconsolidated subsidiaries and 
consolidated subsidiaries as of the end 
of the most recently completed fiscal 
year.
* * * * *

(g) Sum m arized fin a n cia l inform ation  
o f su bsid iaries not consolidated and 50 
percent or le ss  ow ned persons. (1) 
Summarized information as to assets, 
liabilities and results of operations shall 
be presented on an individual or group 
basis in notes to the financial 
statements for all subsidiaries not 
consolidated and for all 50 percent or 
less owned persons accounted for by the 
equity method by the registrant or a 
subsidiary of the registrant if any of the 
conditions set forth in § 210.1-02(v) for 
the determination of a significant 
subsidiary, applied to the aggregate of 
both subsidiaries not consolidated and 
50 percent or less owned persons, are 
met.

(2) Summarized financial information 
shall be presented insofar as is 
practicable as of the same dates and for 
the same periods as the audited 
consolidated financial statements 
provided and shall include the 
disclosures prescribed by § 210.1-02(aa). 
Summarized information of subsidiaries 
not consolidated shall not be combined 
for disclosure purposes with the 
summarized information of 50 percent or 
less owned persons. If the above 
conditions are met on an aggregate basis 
by any combination of subsidiaries not 
consolidated and 50 percent or less 
owned persons, the summarized 
financial information required by

paragraph (g)(1) shall be provided for all 
such subsidiaries and persons. 
* * * * *

8. Section 210.5-04 is amended by 
revising paragraph (a) and Schedule III 
to read as follows:

§ 210.5-04 W hat schedu le s are to  be filed.
(a) Except as expressly provided 

otherwise in the applicable form—
(1) The schedules specified below in 

this section as Schedules I, VII, XI, XII 
and XIII shall be filed as of the date of 
the most recent audited balance sheet 
for each person or group.

(2) Other schedules specified below in 
this section as Schedules II, IV, V, VI, 
VIII, IX and X shall be filed for each 
period for which an audited income 
statement is required to be filed for each 
person or group.

(3) Schedule III shall be filed as of the 
dates and for the periods specified in the 
schedule.
*  *  *  *  *

Sch edule III—C ondensed fin a n cia l 
inform ation o f registrant. The schedule 
prescribed by § 210.12-04 shall be filed 
when the restricted net assets (§210.4- 
08(e)(3)) of consolidated subsidiaries 
exceed 25 percent of consolidated net 
assets as of the end of the most recently 
completed fiscal year. For purposes of 
the above test, restricted net assets of 
consolidated subsidiaries shall mean 
that amount of the registrant’s 
proportionate share of net assets of 
consolidated subsidiaries (after 
intercompany eliminations) which as of 
the end of the most recent fiscal year 
may not be transferred to the parent 
company by subsidiaries in the form of 
loans, advances or cash dividends 
without the consent of a third party (i.e., 
lender, regulatory agency, foreign 
government, etc.). Where restrictions on 
the amount of funds which may be 
loaned or advanced differ from the 
amount restricted as to transfer in the 
form of cash dividends, the amount least 
restrictive to the subsidiary shall be 
used. Redeemable preferred stocks 
(§ 210.5-02.28) and minority interests 
shall be deducted in computing net 
assets for purposes of this test. 
* * * * *

9. Section 210.12-04 is revised to read 
as follows:

§ 210.12-04 Condensed  financ ia l 
in form ation o f reg istrant.

(a) Provide condensed financial 
information as to financial position, 
changes in financial position and results 
of operations of the registrant as of the 
same dates and for the same periods for 
which audited consolidated financial 
statements are required. The financial

information required need not be 
presented in greater detail than is 
required for condensed statements by 
§ 210.10-01(a) (2), (3) and (4). Detailed 
footnote disclosure which would 
normally be included with complete 
financial statements may be omitted 
with the exception of disclosures 
regarding material contingencies, long
term obligations and guarantees. 
Descriptions of significant provisions of 
the registrant’s long-term obligations, 
mandatory dividend or redemption 
requirements of redeemable stocks, and 
guarantees of the registrant shall be 
provided along with a five-year schedule 
of maturities of debt. If the material 
contingenices, long-term obligations, 
redeemable stock requirements and 
guarantees of the registrant have been 
separately disclosed in the consolidated 
statements, they need not be repeated in 
this schedule.

(b) Disclose separately the amounts of 
cash dividends paid to the registrant for 
each of the last three fiscal years by 
consolidated subsidiaries, 
unconsolidated subsidiaries and 50 
percent or less owned persons 
accounted for by the equity method, 
respectively.

PART 240— GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS, SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934

10. Section 240.14a-101 is amended by 
revising paragraph (d) of Item 15 to read 
as follows:

§ 240.14a-101 Schedu le  14A. Inform ation 
requ ired in p roxy  statem ent.
* . . * * * *

Item  15. F in an cia l statem ents and  
supplem entary data.
*  *  *  *  *

(d) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
Regulation S-X, no schedules other than 
those prepared in accordance with Rules 
12-15,12-28 and 12-29 of that regulation 
need be furnished in the proxy 
statement.
* * * * *
(Secs. 6. 7, 8 ,10 and 19(a) (15 U.S.C. 77f, 77g, 
77h, 77j, 77s) of the Securities Act of 1933; 
Sections 1 2 ,1 3 ,15(d) and 23(a) (15 U.S.C. 78/, 
78m, 78o(d), 78w) of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934; Sections 5(b), 14 and 20(a) (15 
U.S.C. 79e, 79n, 79t) of the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935; Sections 8, 30, 
31(c) and 38(a) (15 U.S.C. 80a-8, 80a-29, 80a- 
30(c), 80a-37(a)j of the Investment Company 
Act of 1940)
George A. Fitzsimmons,
Secretary.
November 6,1981. _

I, John S. P. Shad, Chairman of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
hereby certify, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
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605(b) that the amendments contained in 
Securities Act Release No. 6359 which 
reduce the number of instances in which 
various types of separate financial 
statements are presented will not have a 
significant economic impact on any 
entity subject to its provisions and, 
therefore, will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. The reason for 
this certification is that it is anticipated 
that the effects of the amendments will 
not be significant for any class of 
registrants because the compliance 
burden is not being increased and the 
required information is generally 
available from existing accounting 
records or otherwise available to the 
affected companies.

Dated: November 6,1981.
John S. P. Shad,
Chairman.
[FR Doc. 91-32981 Filed .11-13-81; 8:46 am]

BILLING CODE 8010-01-41

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 128 

[CGD-80-069]

Regulated Navigation Area; New 
Haven Harbor, Vicinity of Tomlinson 
Bridge

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : These regulations establish a 
Regulated Navigation Area in the harbor 
of New Haven, CT around the 
Tomlinson Bridge. The history of 
collisions involving the bridge has 
demonstrated that stricter control of 
vessel movement in this area is 
necessary. The regulation of vessel 
traffic will protect the bridge from 
damage by significantly reducing the 
chance of collision. 
e f f e c t i v e  d a t e : This amendment 
becomes effective on December 16,1981. 
ADDRESS: Copies of the final Evaluation 
on this rule may be obtained from or 
examined at the Marine Safety Council 
(G-CMC/44), Room 4402, U.S. Coast 
Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second 
Street, S.W., Washington DC 20593 
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 
p.m., Monday through Thursday.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lieutenant (junior grade) Michael J. 
Powers, Office of Marine Environment 
and Systems, (G-W), U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters, 2100 Second Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20593, (202) 755-1354* 
or Ensign Carl Lautenberger, Captain of

No. 220 /  Monday, November 10, 1981 /  Rules and Regulations 5G131

the Port, New Haven, 120 Woodward 
Ave., New Haven, CT 06512, (203) 773- 
2464.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: On June 
16,1980 the Coast Guard published 
proposed regulations in the Federal 
Register (45 FR 40622) that would 
establish a Regulated Navigation Area 
in the New Haven1 Harbor in the vicinity 
of Tomlinson Bridge. No public hearing 
was held concerning this proposed rule 
because there was no request for one by 
an interested person raising a genuine 
issue and desiring to comment at a 
public hearing. Eight comment letters 
were received, primarily from 
companies doing business in the área 
and the State of Connecticut.
Drafting Information

The principal persons involved in 
drafting this proposal are Lieutenant 
(junior grade) Michael J. Powers, Project 
Manager, Office of Marine Environment 
and Systems, Ensign Carl Lautenberger, 
Captain of the Port, New Haven, CT 
Lieutenant T. J. Donlon, Third Coast 
Guard District Legal Office, and 
Lieutenant Walter J. Brudzinski, Project 
Counsel, Office of the Chief Counsel.

Discussion of Comments
A total of eight letters were received 

containing comments addressing the 
Tomlinson Bridge proposed régulations. 
There were six Tetters received during 
the comment period and two letters 
received prior to the comment period 
that were also considered. Seven of the 
eight letters were written by local 
marine industries and the eighth from 
the Connecticut State Department of 
Transportation.

Industry comments generally 
questioned the need for such restrictive 
regulation. The typical comment stated 
the Coast Guard was questioning the 
professional ability of the vessel 
operators. The history of collisions has 
necessitated the strict control of vessel 
movement through the bridge. Despite 
spending over two million dollars on 
repairs of the bridge, it has not been 
open to full vehicular or rail traffic since 
1972. The Coast Guard’s position is that 
these regulations are a reasonable 
method to control such movement and 
reduce the potential for future damage.

A general request of the towing 
companies was the incorporation of a 
waiver provision into the regulations 
allowing a tug captain to deviate from 
any rule with permission of the Captain 
of the Port. In fact, such a waiver was 
included in the proposal, § 128.303(b)(8).

One comment stated the size of the 
regulated area is larger than necessary 
and suggested reducing the area by 
using a dividing line between New

Haven and East Haven Beaches. The 
Coast Guard disagrees inasmuch as the 
rules only apply to barges actually 
transiting the bridge. The boundaries of 
the zone were chosen as easily 
described points of-convenience. A 
change in the zone would thus serve no 
purpose.

Two comments addressing the 
freeboard height in proposed 
§ 128.303(b)(2) were received. One . ̂  
commenter felt that ten feet was very 
restrictive and suggested that a fifteen 
to sixteen foot limitation was realistic. 
Connecticut State DOT took the position 
that a seven foot restriction was 
necessary to reduce the potential of 
major damage to the bridge as the result 
of a collision. The Coast Guard 
objective is to regulate barges which 
have the potential of major damage to 
the bridge as the result of a collision. 
According to Connecticut DOT’S letter, 
the top of the fendering system is 
approximately five feet above the high 
water. Barges with a freeboard of 
greater than seven feet have the 
capability of making contact with the 
bridge gears, thus creating the potential 
for major damage to the bridge.
Although it is possible that barges with 
a freeboard greater than seven feet may 
make contact with the bridge, it is 
speculative that it will be a common 
occurrence with all barges. Changing the 
applicability to seven feet will not 
significantly regulate any more vessels 
or provide significantly more safety than 
the ten foot limit. In view of both 
comments the ten foot criterion is 
retained.

Several commenters addressed the 
issue of the ebb tide current restriction 
in proposed § 128.303(b)(3)(i). One 
commenter stated this section created 
unwarranted financial burden and a 
scheduling problem. Another commenter 
felt it was impractical to determine 
when the maximum ebb current occurs 
at the Tomlinson Bridge and suggested 
that slack water, which can be easily 
observed, be used as a reference. It is 
the Coast Guard’s position that this 
restriction is an important deterrent in 
preventing collisions. The strong current 
has been a contributing factor in at least 
two bridge collisions. The problem of 
determining maximum ebb current has 
been resolved by rewording the 
requirement to restrict transit to a 
period three hours before and after the 
high water slack time. The requirement 
will be kept.

Six comments addressed the fifteen 
knot wind restriction in proposed ;
§ 128.303(b)(3)(ii). Of those, three 
commenters stated that the wind 
direction was more important than
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speed and should be considered. The 
Coast Guard agrees that direction is 
important. Obviously an abeam wind 
will have a greater effect on a barge 
than a head wind. Since all barges must 
make a slight turn to align themselves 
properly for outbound transits, a wind 
from any direction will have some effect 
on an unladen vessel. However, control 
of a vessel’s movement using wind 
speed is deemed sufficient. All generally 
criticized the proposed fifteen knot wind 
restriction as unreasonably low and 
most suggested that a twenty-five knot 
limit would be more realistic. It is the 
Coast Guard’s belief that the twenty-five 
knot limit would be excessive and 
would result in a greatly decreased 
safety level. In light of the concerns 
expressed by industry a compromise ‘ 
windspeed restriction of twenty knots 
was reached. Raising the windspeed t6 
this level would greatly diminish the 
economic impact of this section on 
affected businesses and continue to 
assure a minimum level of safety. 
Accordingly, this section has been 
changed to the higher windspeed of 
twenty knots.

The commenters objected to the 
proposed § 128.303(b)(3)(iii) prohibiting 
the towing of barges stem first. 
Commenters felt this infringed upon 
their professional ability and 
experience. Some believed pushing an 
unladen barge stern first, with it lashed 
alongside the tug, was the safest 
method. The Coast Guard proposed this 
section to prohibit towing a barge stern 
first on a hawser. This towing mode is 
difficult to control and was a factor in 
five collisions with the bridge. 
Accordingly, the requirement is 
maintained with slight rewording for 
clarification.

The comments received requested 
that the requirement which restricts 
passage of barges with beams greater 
than 50 feet, unless pushed ahead, as 
proposed in § 128.303(b)(4), be deleted. 
One commenter stated that the clear 
span width of the bridge is one hundred 
twenty-five feet in the draw and 
suggested that the restriction was not 
needed. The Coast Guard recognized 
that in some cases a towing 
configuration other than pushing ahead 
may be acceptable. The regulations 
allow an operator to request an 
alternative or waiver from the 
requirement when it can be 
demonstrated that the procedure will 
assure an equivalent level of safety.

Three commenters asked for 
clarification of a clear view in proposed 
§ 128.303(b)(5). One commenter 
suggested that, in cases where visibility 
is restricted on the towboat, navigation

control be shifted to the barge. Another 
commenter recommended requiring 
towboats to have high or telescoping 
bridges. The intent of this part is to 
require a lookout on the barge, with 
communications to the tug, when the 
view from the towboat is obstructed by 
the barge. The concept of a bow lookout 
is not new to the maritime industry. 
Navigation control must be maintained 
on the towboat where operation of the 
vessel if found. Navigational control 
shifting back and forth to the barge is 
not viewed as practical. The provision 
of a bow lookout should eliminate the 
need to require higher or telescoping 
bridges on the towboats.

Two comments addressed the daylight 
requirement of proposed 
§ 128.303(b)(6)(i). One commenter 
suggested that this decision be made on 
a case by case basis taking into account 
type and size of the barge/tug 
combination. The other commenter 
suggested that this requirement be made 
applicable to one specific barge. 
Inasmuch as it is impractical to regulate 
specific vessels the latter comment is 
rejected. Waivers may be granted on a 
case by case basis by the COTP under 
§ 128.303(b)(8) after examining the 
barge/tug relationship; The waiver 
provision is more practical than putting 
a multitude of exceptions into the 
regulations.

Two comments were received on the 
requirement for a second tug in 
proposed § 128.303(b)(6)(ii). Both 
suggested that the requirement should 
apply only when cross winds were in 
excess of twenty to twenty-five knots. 
The Coast Guard rejects these 
comments in light of the history of 
collisions with the bridge.

One comment was received asking for 
clarification of § 128.303(b)(6) with 
respect to where the first tug was 
required to be when the second tug was 
standing by the bow of the barge. This 
section has been changed by stating the 
position of the first tug is to be at the 
stem pushing the barge ahead.

In proposed § 128.303(b)(7)(i) the 
Coast Guard made specific reference to 
applicable rules regarding navigation 
and piloting on inland waters. Although 
Navigation Rules for Harbors, Rivers, 
and Inland Waters Generally (33 U.S.C. 
161-232) and Pilot Rules for Inland 
Waters (33 CFR Part 80) are currently in 
effect they will be superceded upon 
implementation of the “Inland 
Navigation Rules Act of 1980” (Pub. L. 
96-591, 94 Stat. 3415) enacted on 24 
December 1980. The effective date for 
the law in regard to the waters in the 
regulated navigation area will be 24 
December 1981. Therefore, the specific

reference has been replaced with a 
general statement. This will eliminate 
the need for future amendment to this 
regulation when the new law takes 
effect.

Evaluation

This final rule establishes a Regulated 
Navigation Area around the Tomlinson 
Bridge in the harbor of New Haven, CT.
It does not involve procuring additional 
equipment or expenditure of funds.

However, it will place some operating 
restrictions on tows transiting the Mill 
and Quinnipiac Rivers in the vicinity of 
Tomlinson Bridge. It has been reviewed 
under the provisions of Executive Order 
12291 and has been determined not to be 
a major rule. In addition, this proposal is 
considered to be non-significant in - 
accordance with the guidelines set out 
in the Policies and Procedures for 
Simplification, Analysis, and Review of 
Regulations (DOT Order 2100.5 of 5-22- 
80). A final Evaluation has been 
conducted and copies may be obtained 
from or examined at the Marine Safety 
Council (G-CMC/44), Room 4402, U.S. 
Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second 
Street SW„ Washington, DC 20593 
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 5:00 
p.m., Monday through Thursday. Since 
the proposed rules were published prior 
to January 1,1981 the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (94 Stat. 1164) is not 
applicable; however, these rules will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities.

PART 128— REGULATED NAVIGATION 
AREAS

Regulations

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
128 of Title 33 Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended by adding a 
new 1 128.303 reading as follows:

§ 128.303 New Haven Harbor, Quinn ip iac 
R iver, M ill R iver.

(a) The following is a Regulated 
Navigation Area: The waters 
surrounding the Tomlinson Bridge 
located within a line extending from a 
point A at the southeast corner of the 
Wyatt terminal dock at 41°17'50'' N, 
72°54'36'' W thence along a line 126°T to 
point B at the southwest corner of the 
Gulf facility at 41°17'42" N, 72°54'21" W 
thence north along the shoreline to point 
C at the northwest corner of the Texaco 
terminal dock 41°17'57" N, 72°54'06" W 
thence along a line 303°T to point D at 
the west bank of the mouth of the Mill 
River 41°18'05” N, 72°54'23" W thence 
south along the shoreline to point A.

(b) Regulations. (1) No person may 
operate a vessel or tow a barge in this
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Regulated Navigation Area in violation 
of these regulations.

(2) Applicability. The regulations 
apply to barges with a freeboard of 
greater than ten feet and any vessel 
towing or pushing these barges on 
outbound transits of the Tomlinson 
Bridge.

(3) Regulated barges may not transit 
the bridge—

(i) Except during the period of three 
hours before and after high water slack,

(ii) When the wind speed at the bridge 
is greater than twenty knots, and

(iii) With the barge being towed on a 
hawser, stern first.

(4) Regulated barges with a beam 
greater than fifty feet must be pushed 
ahead through the bridge.

(5) If the tug operator does not have a 
clear view over the barge when pushing 
ahead, the operator shall post a lookout 
on the barge with a means of 
communication with the operator.

(6) Regulated barges departing the 
Mill River may transit the bridge only 
between sunrise and sunset. Barges 
must be pushed ahead of the tug, bow 
first, with a second tug standing by to 
assist at the bow.

(7) Nothing in this section is intended 
to relieve any person from complying 
with—

(i) Applicable Navigation and Pilot 
Rules for Inland Waters;

(ii) Any other laws or regulations;
(iii) Any order or direction of the 

Captain of the Port.
(8) The Captain of the Port, New 

Haven, may issue an authorization to 
deviate from any rule in this Section if 
the COTP finds that an alternate 
operation can be done safely.
(Sec. 12 Pub. L. 95-474, 96 Stat. 1477 (33 U.S.C. 
1223,1231) 49 CFR 1.46(n)(4)}

Dated: October 8,1981.
W. E. Caldwell,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Chief, Office 
of Marine Environment and Systems.
(FR Doc. 81-32788'Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

33 CFR Part 165 

[CCGD17-81-04]

Gastineau Channel, Juneau, Alaska; 
Establishment of a Safety Zone

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard intends to 
establish a Safety Zone in the vicinity of 
the old Juneau-Douglas bridge, which is 
presently being torn down, from 8:00 
a.m. PST to 6:00 p.m. PST on November

18,1981. This Safety Zone is required to 
minimize the danger to the maritime 
community during the demolition of the 
center section (lift span) of the old 
bridge. This Safety Zone has been 
requested by Underwater Construction, 
Inc., the demolition contractor. No 
marine traffic will be allowed within the 
Safety Zone during the time it is in 
effect. Coast Guard and Underwater 
Construction, Inc. vessels will be 
patrolling the area during demolition 
operations.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment 
becomes effective on November 18,
1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lt. Joseph M. Hunt, c/o Commanding 
Officer, U.S. Coast Guard Marine Safety 
Office, 612 Willoughby Avenue, Juneau, 
Alaska 99801, telephone: (907) 586-7279.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: This 
emergency Safety Zone regulation is 
published without notice and public 
comment because good cause exists 
which makes notice and public - 
procedures impractical and contrary to 
the public interest. This demolition plan 
was scheduled and notification was 
given to the Coast Guard without 
sufficient time to comply with notice 
and publication requirements. The 
limited duration of the Safety Zone and 
the limited effect that this Safety Zone 
will have on marine commerce 
constitutes good cause to establish this 
Safety Zone without prior publication. 
Because of the immediate nature of this 
regulation it is exempt from the 
procedures of Executive Order 12291.
d r a f t i n g  i n f o r m a t io n : The principle 
person involved in drafting this rule is 
Lt. Joseph M. Hunt, Project Officer, 
Marine Safety Office, Juneau, Alaska.
FINAL REGULATION: In consideration of 
the foregoing, Part 165 of Title 33, Code 
of Federal Regulations is amended by 
adding § 165.1705 to read as follows:

§ 165.1705 Gastineau Channel, Juneau, 
A laska.

(a) The waters within the following 
boundaries are a Safety Zone: The area 
100 yards South and 100 yards North of 
the centerline of the old Juneau-Douglas 
bridge, presently being dismantled, from 
8:00 a.m. PST to 6:00 p.m. PST on 
November 18,1981.

(b) The general regulations governing 
Safety Zones as contained in 33 CFR 
165.20 apply.
(92 Stat. 2475 (33 U.S.C. 1225); 49 CFR 1.46 
(n)(4))

Dated: October 30,1981.
H. D. Jacoby,
Commander, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain o f the 
Port, Southeast Alaska.
(FR Doc. 81-32912 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45’am]

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

36 CFR Part 60

National Register of Historic Places

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior. 
ACTION: Interim rules with request for 
comments.

s u m m a r y : These interim rules 
incorporate revisions required by the 
National Historic Preservation Act 
Amendments of 1980, Pub. L. 96-515, 
(“Amendments”) and update and revise 
in minor respects the procedures for 
nominations to the National Register of 
Historic Places by States and Federal 
agencies as set forth in 36 CFR Part 60.
36 CFR Part 1202 has been redesignated 
and transferred to 36 CFR Part 60 
consistent with the transfer of the 
National Register of Historic Places to 
the National Park Service in accordance 
with Secretarial Order 3060 abolishing 
the Heritage Conservation and 
Recreation Service. 
d a t e : Interim rule effective November 
16,1981; comments must be received on 
or before January 15,1982.
ADDRESS: Send comments to: Keeper of 
the National Register, National Park 
Service, United States Department of the 
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240 (202/ 
272-3504).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Carol D. Shull, Acting Keeper of the 
National Register (202-272-3504). 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:
Amended § § 60.1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 (except 
subsections (i) and (m)), 9 ,10 ,13,14, and 
15 of 36 CFR Part 60 are published 
herein as interim rules effective 
immediately. Amended § § 60.6(m), 8,11 
and 12 of 36 CFR Part 60 are published 
elsewhere in this same issue of the 
Federal Register as proposed rules. 
Except for the amended sections 
published as interim rules for immediate 
effect, 36 CFR Part 60 is revoked.

The National Park Service (“NPS”) 
will be receiving comments on the 
interim rules and those proposed rules 
at the same time. They will be 
consolidated in final rules to be 
published after consideration of 
comments. The sections of 36 CFR Part 
60 which are published as proposed
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rules are shown as reserved in this 
publication. As a matter of usual 
practice, the Department publishes all 
agency rules for comment prior to 
making them effective. These rules are 
on an interim basis with a request for 
comment because the National Register 
listing program was required to be 
suspended as of December 13,1980, due 
to the passage of the National Historic 
Preservation Act Amendments of 1980, 
Public Law 96-515 (“Amendments”). The 
essential feature of the Amendments 
which caused a suspension of the 
National Register listing program is the 
requirement that owners of private 
properties proposed to be listed in the 
National Register be given a reasonable 
opportunity to concur in or object to the 
listing. If the owner objects (or a 
majority of owners in the event of a 
district), the property is not to be listed 
in the National Register. These 
regulations incorporate this reasonable 
opportunity to concur or object 
requirement.

The suspension of the National 
Register listing program has had the 
following detrimental results:

1. Property owners are not able to get 
their properties listed and thus qualify 
for Federal income tax benefits under 
Section 2124 of the Tax Reform Act of 
1976. This has caused delays in 
rehabilitation activities with consequent 
cost increases and the possibility that 
some historic properties may have to be 
demolished rather than rehabilitated:

2. State and local governments are 
unable in some instances to make 
decisions under State and local laws 
and requirements concerning 
applications to demolish or renovate 
historic properties, thereby delaying 
developing plans;

3. Property owners are not able to 
qualify their historic properties for 
receipt of historic preservation grant 
funds from the Department’s Historic 
Preservation Fund.

These disruptions of ongoing activities 
at the State and local level which rise to 
the level of emergency with respect to 
preservation of certain historic 
properties, coupled with the fact that 
these regulations grant property owners 
the right to not have their property listed 
in the National Register, warrant the 
publication of these regulations on an 
interim basis effective immediately.

The National Register nomination and 
listing procedures are amended by these 
rules to do the following:

(1) Add “engineering significance" to 
the National Register criteria for 
evaluation, as required by the 
Amendments;

(2) Revise the notification procedures 
for nominations to provide an

opportunity for owners to concur in or 
object to National Register listing, as 
required by the Amendments;

(3) Strengthen and clarify the 
responsibilities of the State Historic 
Preservation Officer to establish 
priorities for nominating all eligible 
properties to the National Register, as 
intended by the Amendments;

(4) Make clear that when a State 
Review Board reviews and approves a 
nomination, if it is procedurally correct, 
the State Historic Preservation Officer 
shall submit the nomination to NPS 
unless the State Historic Preservation 
Officer believes the property does not 
meet National Register criteria, as 
required by the Amendments;

(5) Establish a process which allows 
the State Historic Preservation Officer 
or State Review Board to request the 
Keeper of the National Register 
(“Keeper”) to make a final decision on a 
nomination upon which they disagree;

(6) Strengthen and clarify the 
responsibilities of Federal agencies and 
the Federal Preservation Officer in the 
nomination process, as intended by the 
Amendments; and delete the provision 
allowing the State Historic Preservation 
Officer to nominate properties under 
Federal ownership or control;

(7) Include a process with appropriate 
notification by which the Keeper will 
review and make determinations of 
eligibility on nominations where the 
private owners or a majority of such 
owners for historic districts object to 
listing in the National Register, as 
required, by the Amendments;

(8) Amend the procedures by which 
nominations are reviewed and approved 
by the NPS, define when substantive 
reviews of nominations will occur, and 
establish time frames for the review 
process, as required by the 
Amendments;

(9) Include technical modifications of 
requirements for making changes and 
revisions to nominations for properties 
listed in the National Register;

(10) Adopt a*new appeals process for 
removal of properties from the National 
Register, as required by the 
Amendments;

(11) Delete all references to the Office 
of Archeology and Historic Preservation, 
and replace them with National Park 
Service where appropriate.

A proposed rulemaking which 
included amendments to 36 CFR 
§ 60.11(c), 60.15 (a)(1), (a)(4) and (a)5 
and b(3), 60.16(b)(2) and (3) and 60.17 
and the addition of § 60.18, was 
published in the Federal Register for 
comment on August 5,1980. On 
December 12,1980, the National Historic 
Preservation Act Amendments of 1980 
became law necessitating additional

major revisions in the nomination and 
listing process.

These interim regulations incorporate 
the revisions required by the 
Amendments as well as many of the 
changes published in the Federal 
Register for comment on August s .
These regulations have been written in 
consultation with State Historic 
Preservation Officers, Federal agencies, 
the National Trust for Historic 
Preservation, Congressional Committee 
staff and others with concerns about the 
program. The National Park Service will 
consult with these and other parties 
upon request during the comment 
period. The Amendments require or 
authorize the Secretary to promulgate or 
revise regulations relating to the 
nomination and listing process for the 
following:

(a) Establishing or revising criteria for 
properties to be included in the National 
Register in consultation with national 
historical and archeological 
associations;

(b) Nominating properties for 
inclusion in, and removal from, the 
National Register and considering the 
recommendations of properties by 
certified local governments;

(c) Considering appeals from such 
recommendations, nominations, 
removals, and designations (or any 
failure or refusal by a nominating 
authority to nominate or designate);

(d) Making determinations of 
eligibility of properties for inclusion in 
the National Register;

(e) Notifying the owner of a property, 
any appropriate local governments, and 
the general public, when the property is 
being considered for inclusion in the 
National Register;

(f) Including a State or Federal 
nomination in the National Register 
forty-five days after receipt by the 
Secretary of the nomination and 
necessary documentation, unless the 
Secretary disapproves such nomination 
within such forty-five day period or 
unless an appeal is filed;

(g) Accepting a nomination directly 
from any person or local government for 
inclusion of a property in the National 
Register only if such property is located 
in a State where there is no approved 
State program and including that 
property in the National Register or 
making a determination of its eligibility 
within 90 days of the nomination unless 
the nomination is appealed;

(h) Providing a method whereby any 
person or local government may appeal 
to the Secretary a nomination of any 
historic property for inclusion in the 
National Register and may appeal to the 
Secretary the failure or refusal of a ,
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nominating authority to nominate a 
property;

(i) Requiring that before any private 
property or district including private 
property may be included in the 
National Register, the owner or owners 
of such property, or a majority of the 
owners of the properties within the 
district in the case of an historic district, 
shall be given the opportunity (including 
a reasonable period of time) to concur 
in, or object to, the nomination of the 
property or district for such inclusion;

(j) Reviewing a nomination where the 
private owner or a majority of such 
owners object to listing to determine 
whether or not a property or district is 
eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register and informing the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation, the 
appropriate State Historic Preservation 
Officer, the appropriate chief elected 
local offical and the owner or owners of 
such property, of such determination;

(k) Modifying the review process to 
allow the Keeper to approve a 
nomination without substantive review 
if the procedures for making 
nominations have been properly 
followed, and documentation is 
adequate.

Implementation of the other 
provisions is in the proposed regulations 
published in this Federal Register, with 
the exception of the provisions 
regarding certification of local 
governments. Proposed rules for 
participation in the National Register 

^program by certified local governments 
will be published separately after the 
requirements for certifying local 
governments are developed. 36 CFR 
60.6(i) and 60.7 have been reserved for 
this purpose. The interim rules also 
include minor revisions published in the 
Federal Register on August 5 for 
comment as revised based on the 
Amendments and comments received 
from the States, Federal agencies, local 
governments, the National Trust for 
Historic Preservation, private companies 
and individuals.

Commentary:
The National Register is designed to 

be a comprehensive list of the Nation’s 
significant cultural resources to be used 
as a planning tool by Federal, State and 
local governments, private groups and 
citizens. The nomination process in 
these regulations was designed to 
ensure high professional standards for 
evaluation to maintain the integrity of 
the National Register as the list of the 
Nation’s significant cultural resources. 
The system was purposely created to 
assure use of multiple levels of expert 
professional opinion at the State level 
and by Federal agencies prior to the 
submittal of a nomination to the NPS.

States and Federal agencies first 
apply the National Register criteria for 
evaluation within each State or region. 
The National Register criteria are the 
standard for identifying historic 
properties to establish a comprehensive 
resource management and planning 
system. The identification of all cultural 
resources within a State is one aspect of 
this system. The State Historic 
Preservation Officer is responsible for 
establishing a systematic method for 
identifying cultural resources within a 
State and priorities for the nomination 
of all eligible properties to the National 
Register. Federal agencies are required 
to inventory and nominate all eligible 
properties under their ownership or 
control. The National Register criteria 
are worded so that they can apply to the 
wide variety of historic and cultural 
properties. The States and Federal 
agencies establish the context for 
evaluation of resources within State,- 
regional and local preservation planning 
systems and apply the criteria to the 
specific types of resources in any given 
area.

For State nominations the State 
Historic Preservation Officer has the 
responsibility of making the first 
determination of which properties meet 
the criteria for evaluation. To ensure 
high professional standards the NPS 
requires that each State develop 
expertise in the disciplines of history, 
architectural history, archeology, and 
historical architecture on the State staff 
and State Review Board. Nominations 
are prepared under the supervision of 
the State Historic Preservation Officer 
and his or her professional staff in 
accordance with an approved State 
historic preservation plan, which is 
intended to be a comprehensive 
resource management and planning 
system. The State Historic Preservation 
Officer submits nominations to the State 
Review Board in accordance with 
established Statewide priorities for 
preparation and submittal of  ̂
nominations for all properties meeting 
National Register criteria. The 
nomination is then reviewed and a 
recommendation concerning whether or 
not the property meets the National 
Register criteria for evaluation in made 
by a State Review Board with 
professional expertise in the disciplines 
described above. The State Historic 
Preservation Officer again reviews the 
nomination after its consideration by the 
Review Board, signs it and forwards it 
to NPS.

Federal agencies submitting 
nominations to the National Register are 
required to have a Federal Preservation 
Officer. Federal agencies obtain 
qualified personnel either by having

professional staffs or obtaining the 
services of professionals to prepare 
nominations. Federal nominations are 
sent to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer for review and comment 
regarding the adequacy of the 
nomination, the significance of the 
property and its eligibility for the 
National Register.

Generally, NPS relies on States and 
Federal agencies to identify historic 
properties for National Register listing. 
Because of the experience and ability of 
the States and Federal agencies in 
identifying and evaluating historic and 
cultural properties which Congress 
recognized in the Amendments, NPS 
will, in most instances, list .nominations 
by Federal agencies and by States with 
approved State programs Without 
substantive review, provided the 
Federal agency or State certifies that the 
procedures for making nominations 
have been properly followed, the 
documentation is sufficient, and the 
nomination meets the National Register 
criteria for evaluation. However, the 
Keeper or his or her designee will 
review particular nominations as part of 
a systematic process of monitoring State 
and Federal historic preservation 
programs, and as otherwise necessary, 
to insure the integrity of the program. 
This change in the review process 
places important additional 
responsibilities on State Historic 
Preservation Officers and Federal 
Preservation Officers to assure that 
nominations are sufficiently 
documented, technically and 
procedurally correct and in accord with 
National Register criteria for evaluation.

The Amendments codify the 
responsibilities of State Historic 
Preservation Officers and establish a 
process whereby the Secretary approves 
State programs. Any State Historic 
Preservation Program in effect under 
prior authority of law will be treated as 
an approved program until the date on 
which the Secretary approves a program 
submitted by the State or until three 
years after the date of the enactment of 
the Amendments unless the Secretary 
chooses to rescind such approval 
because of program deficiencies.

The revisions to 36 CFR Part 60 are 
intended to make the nomination and 
listing procedures a more open and 
comprehensible process. To assure 
better understanding by the public about 
the basis for decisions on listing of 
properties in the National Register, NPS 
is instituting a new policy. When the 
Keeper determines that a nomination 
presents questions that cannot be 
resolved on the basis of precedent or 
experience, he or she will resolve the
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question in a written opinion. The 
written opinions of the Keeper will be 
published and will be available to the 
public in a consistent format. The 
purpose of the opinions of the Keeper 
will be to resolve the question at hand 
and to serve as guidance for subsequent 
applications of the National Register 
criteria and procedures.

The Department has given careful 
consideration to establishing the most 
reasonable and legally defensible 
method for carrying out the requirement 
that before any privately owned 
property or district including private 
property may be included in the 
National Register, the owner or owners 
of such property, or a majority of the 
owners of the properties within the 
district in the case of a historic district, 
shall be given the opportunity (including 
a reasonable period of time) to concur 
in, or object to, the nomination of the 
property or district. The statute refers 
only to owners. The language in the 
committee report acknowledges that 
there should be adequate flexibility to 
address the various situations which 
might arise. State Historic Preservation 
Officers are required to obtain the list of 
owners from the most current list of 
owners in either the tax or land 
recordation records, whichever is more 
appropriate. Only the names of those 
which appear on the list consulted will 
be notified, fach  owner has a vote in 
determining whether a majority of 
owners in a historic district or single 
property with multiple owners object to 
listing. To protect the rights of property 
owners and to assure that the record is 
defensible, the regulations provide that 
an owner who wishes to object shall 
submit to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer a notarized statement certifying 
that the party is the sole or partial 
owner of the'private property, as 
appropriate, and objects to the listing.

After consideration it was concluded 
that since Federal agencies are legally 
responsible for nominating historic 
properties under their ownership or 
control, the nomination of Federal 
properties by the State Historic 
Preservation Officer is duplicative and 
unnecessary. Therefore the regulations 
have been revised to delete the 
provisions (§§ 60.11(d) and 60.15(a)(2) in 
the current regulations) allowing the 
State Historic Preservation Officer to 
nominate properties under Federal 
ownership or control to the National 
Register. Section 60.6(y) of these 
regulations does provide that the State 
Historic Preservation Officer may 
submit completed nomination forms for 
such properties to the appropriate 
Federal Preservation Officer who may

approve the nomination and forward it 
to the National Park Service. As 
required by the 1980 Amendments the 
failure .of a Federal agency to nominate 
an eligible property is subject to appeal. 
Provisions for appealing nominations 
are published for comment in this same 
issue of the Federal Register.

Comments and response to comments 
upon the August 5,1980 proposed 
amendments:

The following summarizes the 
comments received and actions taken in 
these interim rules on the August 5 
proposed amendments.

One comment recommended that the 
regulations should make clear that 
comments on National Register 
nominations should address only the 
property’s historic significance. The 
most useful comments are those which 
address the historic significance of a 
property and therefore assist in its 
evaluation. However, the public may 
comment on any aspect of the matter, 
including procedural aspects. The 
regulatiqns have been revised to be 
more consistent when they refer to 
comments.

One comment recommended that 
Federal agencies submitting 
nominations be required to meet the 
same professional qualification 
standards as States. While NPS has no 
authority to impose such a requirement, 
the Amendments do require that the 
head of each Federal agency shall, 
unless exempted, designate a qualified 
official to be known as the agency’s 
“preservation officer” who shall be 
responsible for coordinating that 
agency’s activities under this Act.

A recommendation was received that 
the regulations should be revised to 
allow for clear consent before 
processing a National Register 
nomination and expressing 
disagreement with the intent of the 
proposed revisjons. The interim 
regulations now reflect the Amendments 
which state that if the owner or owners 
ofany privately owned property, or a 
majority of the owners of such 
properties within the district in the case 
of an historic district, object to 
inclusion, such property shall not be 
included in the National Register until 
such objection is withdrawn.
Section 60.15 Processing nom inations 
(% § 60.6 and 9 in these regulations).

One comment addressed the 
requirement that nominations be 
submitted in accord with State 
priorities. That comment recommended 
that there be provision for regularly 
revised State priorities and for review 
and approval of the priorities by the 
NPS in accordance with national

priorities established by the Secretary. 
Another comment said that the 
regulations should make clear that the 
States should have some method in 
effect for determining priorities for 
nominations.

One comment recommended that the 
proposed amendments be dropped and 
suggested that factors other than 
significance could influence whether a 
property is nominated and listed in the 
National Register. Consistent with 
Federal law, except where private 
owners object, only the significance of a 
property should be the basis for the 
decision to list a property. These 
revisions reinforce that basis.

The National Conference of State 
Historic Preservation Officers 
recommended that the head of the local 
political subdivision be able to request 
that the State Historic Preservation 
Officer submit nominations on which 
the State Historic Preservation Officer 
and the State Review Board disagree. 
This provision has been added.

One comment recommended that all 
nominations be submitted to the 
National Register when the State 
Historic Preservation Officer and State 
Review Board disagree on the eligibility 
of a property. Comments also 
recommended that the State Historic 
Preservation Officer be given 
discretionary authority in the 
nomination process. The regulations 
give the State Historic Preservation 
Officer, as the authority responsible for 
nominations in the State, discretion not 
to submit nominations which the State 
Historic Preservation Officer does not 
believe meet the National Register 
criteria unless requested by the State 
Review Board, the head of the local 
political subdivision, or on appeal.

One comment questioned whether 
Federal nominations should be 
submitted to the NPS without State 
Historic Preservation Officer approval. 
The NPS considers that Federal agencies 
should retain authority to submit 
nominations to the National Register for 
properties under Federal ownership or 
control after consultation with the State.

Removing Properties from the 
National Register (published as § 60.7 on 
August 5, now § 60.15).

One comment suggested that another 
ground for removal be added to the 
regulations which would provide for 
removal of a property if additional 
information snows that the property 
does not possess sufficient significance 
to meet the National Register criteria for 
evaluation. Properties have previously 
been removed from the National 
Register for this reason but this ground
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for removal has been made explicit in 
these regulations.

The National Conference of State 
Historic Preservation Officers’ 
comments recommended that a 45-day 
time period be placed on petitioners for 
removal who with to pursue the request 
further. They also recommended that the 
State be given 15 rather than 10 days to 
forward such petitions to the Keeper. 
These revisions have been added to the 
regulations.

The National Trust for Historic 
Preservation recommended that 
‘‘prejudicial and substantial” procedural 
errors be further defined. The term 
“substantial” has been deleted.

Comments also recommended 
requiring the petitioner to provide some 
evidence on the established grounds to 
support the petition for removal. This 
requirement has been added. Concern 
was also expressed that this section 
might be abused. Others urged that 
notice be given and an opportunity to 
comment and that the State Review 
Board be allowed to reconsider 
proposals for removal, where 
appropriate, before a property is 
removed from the National Register. 
These recommendations are also 
incorporated into the regulations. They 
should assist in assuring that the 
removal process is a responsible one 
with adequate public participation.
(National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, 
as amended, 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., and 
Executive Order 11593}

The Department of the Interior has 
determined that this document is not a 
major rule under Executive Order 12291 
and does not have a significant 
economic effect on a substantial number 
of small entities in accordance with the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 (Pub.
L. 96-354). These revisions are 
procedural not substantive.'They tell the 
public how to nominate properties to the 
National Register and since they are 
procedural only they have no significant 
economic effect on small entities.

This regulation does not significantly 
impact the environment. Because the 
amendments have to do with procedural 
aspects of the National Register program 
and have no impact upon the 
environment, an environmental impact 
statement is not required.

The originator of these procedures is 
Carol Shull of the Division of the 
National Register of Historic Places 
(202/272-3504).

Dated: November 18,1981.
Ira J. Hutchison,
Acting Director, National Park Service.

The following sections of 36 CFR Part 
60 are published herein for comment and

immediate interim effect. The reserved 
sections with the exception of § 60.6(i) 
and § 60.7 are published separately for 
comment in this same issue of the 
Federal Register. Except for the 
following amended sections, 36 CFR 
Part 60 is suspended.

Accordingly, 36 CFR Part 60 is revised 
to read as follows:

PART 60— NATIONAL REGISTER OF 
HISTORIC PLACES

Sec.
60.1 Authorization and expansion of the 

National Register.
60.2 Effects of listing under Federal law.
60.3 Definitions.
60.4 Criteria for evaluation.
60.5 Nomination forms and information 

collection.
60.6 Nominations by the State historic 

preservation officer under approved 
State historic preservation programs.

60.7 [Reserved]
60.8 [Reserved]
60.9 Nominations by Federal agencies.
60.10 Concurrent State and Federal 

nominations.
60.11 [Reserved]
60.12 [Reserved]
60.13 Publication in the Federal Register 

and other National Park Service 
notification.

60.14 Changes and revisions to properties 
listed in the National Register.

60.15 Removing properties from the 
National Register.

Authority: National Historic Preservation 
Act of 1966, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., 
and EO 11593.

§ 60.1 Authorization  and expansion  o f the 
National Register.

(a) The National Historic Preservation 
Act of 1966, 80 Stat. 915,16 U.S.C. 470 et 
seq ., as amended, authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to expand and 
maintain a National Register of districts, 
sites, buildings, structures, and objects 
significant in American history, 
architecture, archeology, engineering 
and culture. The regulations herein set 
forth the procedural requirements for 
listing properties on the National 
Register.

(b) Properties are added to the 
National Register through the following 
processes.

(1) Those Acts of Congress and 
Executive orders which create historic 
areas of the National Park System 
administered by the National Park 
Service, all or portions of which may be 
determined to be of historic significance 
consistent with the intent of Congress;

(2) Properties declared by the 
Secretary of the Interior to be of 
national significance and designated as 
National Historic Landmarks;

(3) Nominations prepared under 
approved State Historic Preservation

Programs, submitted by the State 
Historic Preservation Officer and 
approved by the NPS;

(4) Nominations from any person or 
local government (only if such property 
is located in a State with no approved 
State Historic Preservation Program) 
approved by the NPS and;

(5) Nominations of Federal properties 
prepared by Federal agencies, submitted 
by the Federal Preservation Officer and 
approved by NPS.

§ 60.2 Effects of listing under Federal law.
The National Register is an 

authoritative guide to be used by 
Federal, State, and local governments, 
private groups and citizens to identify 
the Nation’s cultural resources and to 
indicate what properties should be 
considered for protection from 
destruction or impairment. Listing of 
private property on the National 
Register does not prohibit under Federal 
law or regulation any actions which may 
otherwise be taken by the property 
owner with respect to the property.

(a) The National Register was 
designed to be and is administered as a 
planning tool. Federal agencies 
undertaking a project having an effect 
on a listed or eligible property must 
provide the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation a reasonable 
opportunity to comment pursuant to 
section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. 
The Council has adopted procedures 
concerning, inter a lia , their commenting 
responsibility in 36 CFR Part 800. Having 
complied with this procedural 
requirement the Federal agency may 
adopt any course of action it believes is 
appropriate. While the Advisory Council 
comments must be taken into account 
and integrated into th^ decisionmaking 
process, program decisions rest with the 
agency implementing the undertaking.

(b) Listing in the National Register 
also makes property owners eligible to 
be considered for Federal grants-in-aid 
for historic preservation.

(c) If a property is listed in the 
National Register, certain provisions of 
the Tax Reform Act of 1976 as amended 
by the Revenue Act of 1978 and the Tax 
Treatment Extension Act of 1980 may 
apply. These provisions encourage the 
preservation of depreciable historic 
structures by allowing favorable tax 
treatments for rehabilitation, and 
discourage destruction of historic 
buildings by eliminating certain 
otherwise available Federal tax 
provisions both for demolition of 
historic structures and for new 
construction on the site of demolished 
historic buildings. Owners of historic
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buildings may benefit from the 
investment tax credit provisions of the 
Revenue Act of 1978. The Economic 
Recovery Tax Act of 1981 generally 
replaces the rehabilitation tax 
incentives under these laws beginning 
January 1,1982 with a 25% investment 
tax credit for rehabilitations of historic 
commercial, industrial and residential 
buildings. This can be combined with a 
15-year cost recovery period for the 
adjusted basis of the historic building. 
Historic buildings with certified 
rehabilitations receive additional tax 
savings by their exemption from any 
requirement to reduce the basis of the 
building by the amount of the credit. The 
denial of accelerated depreciation for a 
building built on the site of a demolished 
historic building is repealed effective 
January 1,1982. The Tax Treatment 
Extension Act of 1980 includes 
provisions regarding charitable 
contributions for conservation purposes 
of partial interests in historically 
important land areas or structures.

(d) If a property contains surface coal 
resources and is listed in the National 
Register, certain provisions of the 
Surface Mining and Control Act of 1977 
require consideration of a property’s 
historic values in the determination on 
issuance of a surface coal mining permit.

§ 60.3 Defin itions.

(a) Building. A building is a structure 
created to shelter any form of human 
activity, such as a house, barn, church, 
hotel, or similar structure. Building may 
refer to a historically related complex 
such as a courthouse and jail or a house 
and bam.
Examples
Molly Brown House (Denver, CO)
Meek Mansion and Carriage House

(Hayward, CA)
Huron County Courthouse and Jail (Norwalk,

OH)
Fairntosh Plantation (Durham vicinity, NC)

(b) C h ie f elected  lo ca l o fficia l. Chief 
elected local official means the mayor, 
county judge, county executive or 
otherwise titled chief elected 
administrative official who is the 
elected head of the local political 
jurisdiction in which the property is 
located.

(c) D eterm ination o f e lig ib ility . A 
determination of eligibility is a decision 
by the Department of the Interior that a 
district, site, building, structure or object 
meets the National Register criteria for 
evaluation although the property is not 
formally listed in the National Register. 
A determination of eligibility does not 
make the property eligible for such 
benefits as grants, loans, or tax

incentives that have listing on the 
National Register as a prerequisite.

(d) D istrict. A district is a 
geographically definable area, urban or 
rural, possessing a significant 
concentration, linkage, or continuity of 
sites, buildings, structures, or objects 
united by past events or aesthetically by 
plan or physical development. A district 
may also comprise individual elements 
separated geographically but linked by 
association or history.
Examples
Georgetown Historic District (Washington,

DC)
Martin Luther King Historic District (Atlanta,

GA)
Durango-Silverton Narrow-Gauge Railroad

(right-of-way between Durango and
Silverton, CO)
(e) Federal Preservation O fficer. The 

Federal Preservation Officer is the 
official designated by the head of each 
Federal agency responsible for 
coordinating that agency’s activities 
under the National Historic Preservation 
Act of 1966, as amended, and Executive 
Order 11593 including nominating 
properties under that agency’s 
ownership or control to the National 
Register.

(f) K eeper o f the N ational R eg ister o f  
H isto ric P la ces. The Keeper is the 
individual who has been delegated the 
authority by NPS to list properties and 
determine their eligibility for the 
National Register. The Keeper may 
further delegate this authority as he or 
she deems appropriate.

(g) M u ltiple R esource Form at 
subm ission. A Multiple Resource Format 
submission for nominating properties to 
the National Register is one which 
includes all or a defined portion pf the 
cultural resources identified in a 
specified geographical area.

(h) N ational Park Service (N PS). The 
National Park Service is the bureau of 
the Department of Interior to which the 
Secretary of Interior has delegated the 
authority and responsibility for 
administering the National Register 
program.

 ̂ (i) N ational R egister N om ination  
Form . National Register Nomination 
Form means (1) National Register 
Nomination Form NPS 10-900, with 
accompanying continuation sheets 
(where necessary) Form NPS 10-900a, 
maps and photographs or (2) for Federal 
nominations, Form No, 10-306, with 
continuation sheets (where necessary) 
Form No. 10-300A, maps and 
photographs. Such nomination forms 
must be “adequately documented” and 
“technically and professionally correct 
and sufficient.” To meet these 
requirements the forms and

accompanying maps and photographs 
must be completed in accord with 
requirements and guidance in the NPS 
publication, “How to Complete National 
Register Forms” and other NPS technical 
publications on this subject.
Descriptions and statements of 
significance must be prepared in accord 
with standards generally accepted by 
academic historians, architectural 
historians and archeologists. The 
nomination form is a legal document 
and reference for historical, 
architectural, and archeological data 
upon which the protections for listed 
and eligible properties are founded. The 
nominating authority certifies that the 
nomination is adequately documented 
and technically and professionally 
correct and sufficient upon nomination.

(j) O bject. An object is a material 
thing of functional, aesthetic, cultural, 
historical or scientific value that may be, 
by nature or design, movable yet related 
to a specific setting or environment.

Examples
Delta Queen Steamboat (Cincinnati, OH) 
Adams Memorial (Rock Creek Cemetery,

Washington, DC)
Sumpter Valley Cold Dredge (Sumpter, OR)

(k) O w ner or ow ners. The term owner 
or owners means those individuals, 
partnerships, corporations or public 
agencies holding fee simple title to 
property. Owner or owners does not 
include individuals, partnerships, 
corporations or public agencies holding 
easements or less than fee interests 
(including leaseholds) of any nature.

(l) S ite. A  site is the location of a 
significant event, a prehistoric or 
historic occupation or activity, or a 
building or structure, whether standing, 
ruined, or vanished, where the location 
itself maintains historical or 
archeological value regardless of the 
value of any existing structure.

Examples
Cabin Creek Battlefield (Pensacola vicinity,

OK)
Mound Cemetery Mound (Chester vicinity,

OH)
Mud Springs Pony Express Station Site

(Dalton vicinity, NE)

(m) State H isto ric Preservation  
O fficer. The State Historic Preservation 
Officer is the person who has been 
designated by the Governor or chief 
executive or by State statute in each 
State to administer the State Historic 
Preservation Program, including 
identifying and nominating eligible 
properties to the National Register and 
otherwise administering applications for 
listing historic properties in the National 
Register.
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(n) State H isto ric Preservation  
Program. The State Historic 
Preservation Program is the’program 
established by each State and approved 
by the Secretary of Interior for the 
purpose of carrying out the provisions of 
the National Historic Preservation Act 
of 1966, as amended, and related laws 
and regulations. Such program shall be 
approved by the Secretary before the 
State may nominate properties to the 
National Register. Any State Historic 
Preservation Program in effect under 
prior authority of law before December 
12,1980, shall be treated as an approved 
program until the Secretary approves a 
program submitted by the State for 
purposes of the Amendments or 
December 12,1983, unless the Secretary 
chooses to rescind such approval 
because of program deficiencies.

[6] State R eview  Board. The State 
Review Board is a body whose members 
represent the professional fields of 
American history, architectural history, 
historic architecture, prehistoric and 
historic archeology, and other 
professional disciplines and may include 
citizen members. In States with 
approved State historic preservation 
programs the State Review Board 
reviews and approves National Register 
nominations concerning whether or not 
they meet the criteria for evaluation 
prior to their submittal to the NPS.

(p) Structure. A structure is a work 
made up of interdependent and 
interrelated parts in a definite pattern of 
organization. Constructed by man, it is 
often an engineering project large in 
scale.
Examples
Swanton Covered Railroad Bridge (Swanton

vicinity, VT)
Old Point Loma Lighthouse (San Diego, CA) . 
North Point Water Tower (Milwaukee, WI) 
Reber Radio Telescope (Green Bay vicinity,

W I)

(q) Them atic Group Form at 
subm ission. A Thematic Group Format 
submission for nominating properties to 
the National Register is one which 
includes a finite group of resources 
related to one another in a clearly 
distinguishable way. They may be 
related to a single historic person, event, 
or developmental force; of one building 
type or use, or designed by f̂t single 
architect; of a single archeological site 
form, or related to a particular set of 
archeological research problems.

(r) To nom inate. To nominate is to 
propose that a district, site, building, 
structure, or object be listed in the 
National Register of Historic Places by 
preparing a nomination form, with 
accompanying maps and photographs 
which adequately document the

property and are technically and 
professionally correct and sufficient.

§ 60.4 C rite ria  fo r evaluation.
The criteria applied to evaluate 

properties (other than areas of the 
National Park System and National 
Historic Landmarks) for the National 
Register are listed below. These criteria 
are worded in a manner to provide for a 
wide diversity of resources. The 
following criteria shall be used in 
evaluating properties for nomination to 
the National Register, by NPS in 
reviewing nominations, and for 
evaluating National Register eligibility 
of properties. Guidance in applying the 
criteria is further discussed in the “How 
To” publications, Standards &
Guidelines sheets and Keeper’s opinions 
of the National Register. Such materials 
as available upon request.

National Register criteria for evaluation. 
The quality of significance in American 
history, architecture, archeology, engineering, 
and culture is present in districts, sites, 
buildings, structures, and objects that possess 
integrity of location, design, setting, 
materials, workmanship, feeling, and 
association and

(a) that are associated with events that 
have made a significant contribution to the 
broad patterns of our history; or

(b) that are associated with the lives of 
persons significant in our past; or

(c) that embody the distinctive 
characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction, or that represent the work of a 
master, or that possess high artistic values, or 
that represent a significant and 
distinguishable entity whose components 
may lack individual distinction; or

(d) that have yielded, or may be likely to 
yield, information important in prehistory or 
history.

Criteria considerations. Ordinarily 
cemeteries, birthplaces, or graves of 
historical figures, properties owned by 
religious institutions or used for religious 
purposes, structures that have been moved 
from their original locations, reconstructed 
historic buildings, properties primarily 
commemorative in nature, and properties that 
have achieved significance within the past 50 
years shall not be considered eligible for the 
National Register. However, such properties 
will qualify if they are integral parts of 
districts that do meet the criteria of if they 
fall within the following categories: <

(a) A religious property deriving primary 
significance from architectural or artistic 
distinction or historical importance; or

(b) A building or structure removed from its 
original location but which is significant 
primarily for architectural value, or which is 
the surviving structure most importantly 
associated with a historic person or event; or

(c) A birthplace or grave of a historical 
figure of outstanding importance if there is no 
appropriate site or building directly ... 
associated with his productive life.

(d) A cemetery which derives its primary 
significance from graves of persons of 
transcendent importance, from age, from

distinctive design features, or from 
association with historic events; or

(e) A reconstructed building when 
accurately executed in a suitable 
environment and presented in a dignified 
manner as part of a restoration master plan, 
and when no other building or structure with 
the same association has survived; or

(f) A property primarily commemorative in
intent if design, age, tradition, or symbolic 
value has invested it with its own 
exceptional significance; or * ■!

(g) A property achieving significance 
within the past 50 years if it is of exceptional 
importance.

This exception is described further in NPS 
“How To” #2, entitled “How to Evaluate and 
Nominate Potential National Register 
Properties That Have Achieved Significance 
Within the Last 50 Years” which is available 
from the National Register of Historic Places 
Division, National Park Service, United 
States Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 20240.

§ 60.5 Nom ination fo rm s and in form ation 
co llec tion .

(a) All nominations to the National 
Register are to be made on standard 
National Register forms. These forms 
are provided upon request to the State 
Historic Preservation Officer, 
participating Federal agencies and 
others fiy the NPS. For archival reasons, 
no other forms, photocopied or 
otherwise, will be accepted.

(b) The information collection 
requirements contained in this part have 
been approved by the Office of 
Management and Budget under 44 U.S.C. 
3507 and assigned clearance number 
1024-0018. The information is being 
collected as part of the nomination of 
properties to the National Register. This 
information will be used to evaluate the 
eligibility of properties for inclusion in 
the National Register under established 
criteria. The obligation to respond is 
required to obtain a benefit.

§ 60.6 Nom inations by the State  H isto ric  
P reservation  O ffice r under approved State  
H isto ric  P reservation  program s.

(a) The State Historic Preservation 
Officer is responsible for identifying and 
nominating eligible properties to the 
National Register. Nomination forms are 
prepared under the supervision of the 
State Historic Preservation Officer. The 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
establishes statewide priorities for 
preparation and submittal of 
nominations for all properties meeting 
National Register criteria for evaluation 
within the State. All nominations from 
the State shall be submitted in accord 
with the State priorities, which shall be 
consistent with an approved State *"■  
historic preservation plan.

(b) The State shall consult with local 
authorities in the nomination process.
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The State provides notice of the intent 
to nominate a property and solicits 
written comments especially on the 
significance of the property and whether 
or not it meets the National Register 
criteria for evaluation. The State notice 
also gives owners of private property an 
opportunity to concur in or object to 
listing. The notice is carried out as 
specified in the subsections below.

(c) As part of the nomination process, 
each State is required to notify in 
writing the property owner(s), except as 
specified in paragraph (d) of this 
section, of the State’s intent to bring the 
nomination before the State Review 
Board. The list of owners shall be 
obtained from either official land 
recordation records or tax records, 
whichever is more appropriate, within 
90 days prior to the notification of intent 
to nominate. If in any State the land 
recordation or tax records is not the 
most appropriate list from which to 
obtain owners that State shall notify the 
Keeper in writing and request approval 
that an alternative source of owners 
may be used.
The State is responsible for notifying 
only those owners whose names appear 
on the list consulted. Where there is 
more than one owner on the list, each 
separate owner shall be notified: The 
State shall send the written notification 
at least 30 but not more than 75 days 
before the State Review Board meeting. 
Required notices may vary in some 
details of wording as the States prefer, 
but the content of notices must be 
approved by the National Register. The 
notice shall give the owner(s) at least 30 
but not more than 75 days to submit 
written comments and concur in or 
object in writing to the nomination of 
such property. At least 30 but not more 
than 75 days before the State Review 
Board meeting, the States are also 
required to notify by the above 
mentioned National Register approved 
notice the applicable chief elected 
official of the county (or equivalent 
governmental unit) and municipal 
political jurisdiction in which the 
property is located. The National 
Register nomination shall be on file with 
the State Historic Preservation Program 
during the comment period and a copy 
made available by mail when requested 
by the public, or made available at a 
location of reasonable access to all 
affected property owners, such as a 
local library courthouse, or other public 
place, prior to the State Review Board 
meeting so that written comments 
regarding the nomination can be 
prepared,

(d) For a nomination with more than 
50 property owners, each State is

required to notify in writing at least 30 
but not more than 75 days in advance of 
the State Review Board meeting the 
chief elected local officials of the county 
(or equivalent governmental unit) and 
municipal political jurisdiction in which 
the property or district is located. The 
State shall provide general notice to 
property owners concerning the State’s 
intent to nominate. The general notice 
shall be published at least 30.days but 
not more than 75 days before the State 
Review Board meeting and provide an 
opportunity for the submission of 
written comments and provide the 
owners of private property or a majority 
of such owners for districts an 
opportunity to concur in or object in 
writing to the nomination. Such general 
notice must be published in one or more 
local newspapers of general circulation 
in the area of the nomination. The 
content of the notices shall be approved 
by the National Register. If such general 
notice is used to notify the property 
owners for a nomination containing 
more than 50 owners, it is suggested that 
a public information meeting be held in 
the immediate area prior to the State 
Review Board meeting. If the State 
wishes to individually notify all 
property owners, it may do so, pursuant 
to procedures specified in Subsection 
60.6(c), in which case, the State need not 
publish a general notice.

(e) For Multiple Resource and 
Thematic Group Format submission, 
each district, site, building, structure and 
object included in the submission is 
treated as a separate nomination for the 
purpose of notification and to provide 
owners of private property the 
opportunity to concur in or object in 
writing to the nomination in accord with 
this section.

(f) The commenting period following 
notifications can be waived only when 
all property owners and the chief 
elected local official have advised the 
State in writing that they agree to the 
waiver.

(g) Upon notification, any owner or 
owners of a private property who wish 
to object shall submit to the State 
Historic Preservation Officer a notarized 
statement certifying that the party is the 
sole or partial owner of the private 
property, as appropriate, and objects to 
the listing. In nominations with multiple 
ownership of a single private property or 
of districts, the property will not be 
listed if a majority of the owners object 
to listing. Upon receipt of notarized 
objections respecting a district or single 
private property with multiple owners, it 
is the responsibility of the State Historic 
Preservation Officer to ascertain 
whether a majority of owners of private

property have objected. If an owner 
whose name did not appear on the list 
certifies in a written notarized statement 
that the party is the sole or partial 
owner of a nominated private property 
such owner shall be counted by the 
State Historic Preservation Officer in 
determining whether a majority of 
owners has objected. Each owner of 
private property in a district has one 
vote regardless of how many properties 
or what part of one property that party 
owns and regardless of whether the 
property contributes to the significance 
of the district. ;

(h) If a property has been submitted to 
and approved by the State Review 
Board for inclusion in the National 
Register prior to the effective date of 
this section, the State Historic 
Preservation Officer need not resubmit 
the property to the State Review Board; 
but before submitting the nomination to 
the NPS shall afford owners of private 
property the opportunity to concur in or 
object to the property’s inclusion in the 
Register pursuant to applicable 
notification procedures described above.

(i) (Reserved)
(j) Completed nomination forms or the 

documentation proposed for submission 
on the nomination forms and comments 
concerning the significance of a property 
and its eligibility for the National 
Register are submitted to the State 
Review Board. The State Review Board 
shall review the nomination forms or 
documentation proposed for submission 
on the nomination forms and any 
comments concerning the property’s 
significance and eligibility for the 
National Register. The State Review 
Board shall determine whether or not 
the property meets the NationahRegister 
criteria for evaluation and make a 
recommendation to the State Historic 
Preservation Officer to approve or 
disapprove the nomination.

(k) Nominations approved by the 
State Review Board and comments 
received are then reviewed by the State 
Historic Preservation Officer and if he 
or she finds the nominations to be 
adequately documented and technically, 
professionally, and procedurally correct 
and sufficient and in conformance with 
National Register criteria for evaluation, 
the nominations are submitted to the 
Keeper of the National Register of 
Historic Places, National Park Service, 
United States Department of the 
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. All 
comments received by a State and 
notarized statements of objection to 
listing are submitted with a nomination.

(l) If the State Historic Preservation 
Officer and the State Review Board 
disagree on whether a property meets



Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 220 / M onday, November 16, 1981 / Rules and Regulations 56191

the National Register criteria for 
evaluation, the State Historic 
Preservation Officer, if he or she 
chooses, may submit the nomination 
with his or her opinion concerning 
whether or not the property meets the 
criteria for evaluation and the opinion of 
the State Review Board to the Keeper of 
the National Register for a final decision 
on the listing of the property. The 
opinion of the State Review Board may 
be the minutes of the Review Board 
meeting. The State Historic Preservation 
Officer shall submit such disputed 
nominations if so requested within 45 
days of the State Review Board meeting 
by the State Review Board or the chief 
elected local official of the local, county 
or municipal political subdivision in 
which the property is located but need 
not otherwise do so. Such nominations 
will be substantively reviewed by the 
Keeper.

(m) [Reserved]
(n) If the owner of a private property 

or the majority of such owners for a 
district or single property with multiple 
owners have objected to the nomination 
prior to the submittal of a nomination, 
the State Historic Preservation Officer 
shall submit the nomination to the 
Keeper only for a determination of 
eligibility pursuant to subsection (s) of 
this section.

(o) The State Historic Preservation 
Officer signs block 12 of the nomination 
form if in his or her opinion the property 
meets the National Register criteria for 
evaluation. The State Historic 
Preservation Officer’s signature in block 
12 certifies that:

(1) All procedural requirements have 
been met;

(2) The nomination form is adequately 
documented;

(3) The nomination form is technically 
and professionally correct and 
sufficient;

(4) In the opinion of the State Historic 
Preservation Officer, the property meets 
the National Register criteria for 
evaluation.

(p) When a State Historic 
Preservation Officer submits a 
nomination form for a property that he- 
or she does not believe meets the 
National Register criteria for evaluation, 
the State Historic Preservation Officer 
signs a continuation sheet Form N PS10- 
900a explaining his/her opinions on the 
eligibility of the property and certifying 
that:

(1) All procedural requirements have 
been met;

(2) The nomination form is adequately 
documented;

(3) The nomination form is technically 
and professionally correct and 
sufficient.

(q) Notice will be provided in the 
Federal Register that the nominated 
property is being considered for listing 
in the National Register of Historic 
Places as specified in § 60.13.

(r) Nominations will be included in 
the National Register within 45 days of 
receipt by the Keeper or designee unless 
the Keeper disapproves a nomination, 
an appeal is filed, or the owner of 
private property (or the majority of such 
owners for a district or single property 
with multiple owners) objects by 
notarized statements received by the 
Keeper prior to listing. Nominations 
which are technically or professionally 
inadequate will be returned for 
correction and resubmission. When a 
property does not appear to meet the 
National Register criteria for evaluation, 
the nomination will be returned with an 
explanation as to why the property does 
not meet the National Register criteria 
for evaluation.

(s) If the owner of private property (or 
the majority of such owners for a district 
or single property with multiple owners) 
has objected to die nomination by 
notarized statement prior to listing, the 
Keeper shall review the nomination and 
make a determination of eligibility 
within 45 days of receipt, unless an 
appeal is filed. The Keeper shall list , 
such properties determined eligible in 
the National Register upon receipt of 
notarized statements from the owner(s) 
of private property that the owner(s) no 
longer object to listing.

(t) Any person or organization which 
supports or opposes the nomination of a 
property by a State Historic 
Preservation Officer may petition the 
Keeper during the nomination process 
either to accept or reject a nomination. 
The petitioner must state the grounds of 
the petition and request in writing that 
the Keeper substantively review the 
nomination. Such petitions received by 
the Keeper prior to the listing of a 
property in the National Register or a 
determination of its eligibility where the 
private owners object to listing will be 
considered by the Keeper and the 
nomination will be substantively 
reviewed.

(u) State Historic Preservation 
Officers are required to inform the 
property owners and the chief elected 
local official when properties are listed 
in the National Register. In the case of a 
nomination where there are more than 
50 property owners, they may be 
notified of the entry in the National 
Register by the same general notice 
stated in § 60.6(d). States which notify 
all property owners individually of 
entries in the National Register need not 
publish a general notice.

(v) In the case of nominations where 
the owner of private property (or the 
majority of such owners for a district or 
single property with multiple owners) 
has objected and the Keeper has 
determined the nomination eligible for 
the National Register, the State Historic 
Preservation Officer shall notify the 
appropriate chief elected local official 
and the owner(s) of such property of this 
determination. The general notice may 
be used for properties with more than 50 
owners as described in § 60.6(d) or the 
State Historic Preservation Officer may 
notify the owners individually.

(w) If subsequent to nomination a 
State makes major revisions to a 
nomination or renominates a property 
rejected by the Keeper, the State 
Historic Preservation Officer shall notify 
the affected property owner(s) and the 
chief elected local official of the 
revisions or renomination in the same 
manner as the original notification for 
the nomination, but need not resubmit 
the nomination to the State Review 
Board. Comments received and 
notarized statements of objection must 
be forwarded to the Keeper along with 
the revisions or renomination. The State 
Historic Preservation Officer also 
certifies by the resubmittal that the 
affected property owner(s) and the chief 
elected local official have been 
renotified. “Major revisions” as used 
herein means revisions of boundaries or 
important substantive revisions to the 
nomination which could be expected to 
change the ultimate outcome as to 
whether or not the property is listed in 
the National Register by the Keeper.

(x) Notwithstanding any provision 
hereof to the contrary, the State Historic 
Preservation Officer in the nomination 
notification process or otherwise need 
not make available to any person or 
entity (except a Federal agency planning 
a project, the property owner, the chief 
elected local official of the political 
jurisdiction in which the property is 
located, and the local historic 
preservation commission for certified 
local governments) specific information 
relating to the location of properties 
proposed to be nominated to, or listed 
in, the National Register if he or she 
determines that the disclosure of 
specific information would create a risk 
of destruction or harm to such 
properties.

(y) With regard to property under 
Federal ownership or control, completed 
nomination forms shall be submitted to 
the Federal Preservation Officer for 
review and comment. The Federal 
Preservation Officer, may approve the 
nomination and forward it to the Keeper 
of the National Register of Historic
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Places, National Park Service, United 
States Department of the Interior, 
Washington, D.C. 20240.

§§ 60.7 and 60.8 Reserved

§ 60.9 Nominations by Federal agencies.
(a) The National Historic Preservation 

Act of 1966, as amended, requires that, 
with the advice of the Secretary and in 
cooperation with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer of the State 
involved, each Federal agency shall 
establish a program to locate, inventory 
and nominate to the Secretary all 
properties under the agency's ownership 
or control that appear to qualify for 
inclusion on the National Register. 
Section 2(a) of Executive Order 11593 
provides that Federal agencies shall 
locate, inventory, and nominate to the 
Secretary of the Interior all sites, 
buildings, districts, and objects under 
their jurisdiction or control that appear 
to qualify for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places. Additional 
responsibilities of Federal agencies are 
detailed in the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, 
Executive Order 11593, the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the 
Archeological and Historic Preservation 
Act of 1974, and procedures developed 
pursuant to these authorities, and other 
related legislation.

(b) Nomination forms are prepared 
under the supervision of the Federal 
Preservation Officer designated by the 
head of a Federal agency to fulfill 
agency responsibilities under the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 
1966, as amended, and

(c) Completed nominations are 
submitted to the appropriate State 
Historic Preservation Officer for review 
and comment regarding the adequacy of 
the nomination, the significance of the 
property and its eligibility for the 
National Register. The chief elected 
local officials of the county (or 
equivalent governmental unit) and 
municipal political jurisdiction in which 
the property is located are notified and 
given 45 days in which to comment. The 
State Historic Preservation Officer signs 
block 12 of the nomination form with 
his/her recommendation.

(d) After receiving the comments of 
the State Historic Preservation Officer, 
and chief elected local official, or if 
there has been no response within 45 
days, the Federal Preservation Officer 
may approve the nomination and 
forward it to the Keeper oï the National 
Register of Historic Places) National 
Park Service, United States Department 
of the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 
The Federal Preservation Officer signs 
block 12 of the nomination form if in his

or her opinion the property meets the 
National Register criteria for evaluation. 
The Federal Preservation Officer’s 
signature in block 12 certifies that

(1) All procedural requirements have 
been met;

(2) The nomination form is adequately 
documented;

(3) The nomination form is technically 
and professionally correct and 
sufficient;

(4) In the opinion of the Federal 
Preservation Officer, the property meets 
the National Register criteria for 
evaluation.

(e) When a Federal Preservation 
Officer submits a nomination form for a 
property that he or she does not believe 
meets the National Register criteria for 
evaluation, the Federal Preservation 
Officer signs a continuation sheet Form 
NPS 10-900a explaining his/her opinions 
on the eligibility of the property and 
certifying that:

(1) All procedural requirements have 
been met;

(2) The nomination form is adequately 
documented;

(3) The nomination iorm is technically 
and professionally correct and 
sufficient.

(f) The comments of the State Historic 
Preservation Officer and chief local 
official are appended to the nomination, 
or, if there are no comments from the 
State Historic Preservation Officer an 
explanation is attached. Concurrent 
nominations (see § 60.10) cannot be 
submitted, however, until the 
nomination has been considered by the 
State in accord with Sec. 60.6, supra. 
Comments received by the State 
concerning concurrent nominations and 
notarized statements of objection must 
be submitted with the nomination.

(g) Notice will be provided in the 
Federal Register that the nominated 
property is being considered for listing 
in the National Register of Historic 
Places in accord with § 60.13.

(h) Nominations will be included in 
the National Register within 45 days of 
receipt by the Keeper or designee unless 
the Keeper disapproves such nomination 
or an appeal is filed. Nominations which 
are technically or professionally 
inadequate will be returned for 
correction and resubmission. When a 
property does not appear to meet the 
National Register criteria for evaluation, 
the nomination will be returned with an 
explanation as to why the property does 
not meet the National Register criteria 
for evaluation.

(i) Any person or organization which 
supports or opposes the nomination of a 
property by a Federal Preservation 
Officer may petition the Keeper during 
the nomination process either to accept

or reject a nomination. The petitioner 
must state the grounds of the petition 
and request in writing that the Keeper 
substantively review the nomination. 
Such petition received by the Keeper 
prior to the listing of a property in the 
National Register or a determination of 
its eligibility where the private owner(s) 
object to listing will be considered by 
the Keeper and the nomination will be 
substantively reviewed.

§ 60.10 Concurrent State and Federal 
nominations.

(a) State Historic Preservation 
Officers and Federal Preservation 
Officers are encouraged to cooperate in 
locating, inventorying, evaluating, and 
nominating all properties possessing 
historical, architectural, archeological, 
or cultural value. Federal agencies may 
nominate properties where a portion of 
the property is not under Federal 
ownership or control.

' (b) When a portion of the area 
included in a Federal nomination is not 
located on land under the ownership or 
control of the Federal agency, but is an 
integral part of the cultural resource, the 
completed nomination form shall be sent 
to the State Historic Preservation 
Officer for notification to property 
owners, to give owners of private 
property an opportunity to concur in or 
object to the nomination, to solicit 
written comments and for submission to 
the State Review Board pursuant to the 
procedures in § 60.6.

(c) If the State Historic Preservation 
Officer and the State Review Board 
agree that the nomination meets the 
National Register criteria for evaluation, 
the nomination is signed by the State 
Historic Preservation Officer and 
returned to the Federal agency initiating 
the nomination. If the State Historic 
Presevation Officer and the State 
Review Board disagree, the nomination 
shall be returned to the Federal agency 
with the opinions of the State Historic 
Preservation Officer and the State 
Review Board concerning the adequacy 
of the nomination and whether or not 
the property meets the criteria for 
evaluation. The opinion of the State 
Review Board may be the minutes of the 
State Review Board meeting. The State 
Historic Preservation Officer’s signed 
opinion and comments shall confirm to 
the Federal agency that the State 
nomination procedures have been 
fulfilled including notification 
requirements. Any comments received 
by the State shall be included with the 
letter as shall any notarized statements 
objecting to the listing of private 
property.
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(d) If the owner of any privately' 
owned property, (or a majority of the 
owners of such properties within a 
district or single property with multiple 
owners) objects to such inclusion by 
notarized statement(s) the Federal 
Historic Preservation Officer shall 
submit the nomination to the Keeper for 
review and a determination of eligibility. 
Comments, opinions, and notarized 
statements of objection shall be 
submitted with the nomination.

(e) The State Historic Preservation 
Officer shall notify the nonfederal 
owners when a concurrent nomination 
is listed or determined eligible for the 
National Register as inquired in § 60.6.

§§ 60.11 and 60.12 [Reserved]

§ 60.13 Pub lica tion  in  the “ Federa l 
Register”  and other N PS  notification.

(a) When a nomination is received, 
NPS will publish notice in the Federal 
Register that the property is being 
considered for listing in the National 
Register. A 15-day commenting period 
from date of publication will be 
provided. When necessary to assist in 
the preservation of historic properties 
this 15-day period may be shortened or 
waived.

(b) NPS shall notify the appropriate 
State Historic Preservation Officer, 
Federal Preservation Officer, person or 
lQcal government when there is no 
approved State program of the listing of 
the property in the National Register 
and will publish notice of the listing in 
the Federal Register.

(c) In nominations where the owner of 
any privately owned property (or a 
majority of the owners of such 
properties within a district or single 
property with multiple owners) has 
objected and the Keeper has determined 
the nomination eligible for the National 
Register, NPS shall notify the State 
Historic Preservation Officer, the 
Federal Preservation Officer (for Federal 
or concurrent nominations), the person 
or local government where there is no 
approved State Historic Preservation 
Program and the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation. NPS will publish 
notice of the determination of eligibility 
in the Federal Register.

(d) [Reserved]

§ 60.14 Changes and re v is ion s  to  
properties lis ted  in the National R eg iste r

(a) Boundary changes. (1) A boundary 
alteration shall be considered as a new 
property nomination. All forms, criteria 
and procedures used in nominating a 
property to the National Register must 
be used. In the case of boundary 
enlargements only those owners in the 
newly nominated as yet unlisted area 
need be notified and will be counted in

determining whether a majority of 
private owners object to listing. In the 
case of a diminution of a boundary, 
owners shall be notified, as specified in 
§ 60.15 concerning removing properties 
from the National Register. A 
professionally justified recommendation 
by the State Historic Preservation 
Officer, Federal Preservation Officer, or 
person or local government where there 
is no approved State Historic 
Preservation Program shall Jae presented 
to NPS. During this process, the property 
is not taken off the National Register. If 
the Keeper or his or her designee finds 
the recommendation in accordance with 
the National Register criteria for 
evaluation, the change will be accepted. 
If the boundary change is not accepted, 
the old boundaries will remain. 
Boundary revisions may be appealed as 
provided for in Sections 60.12 and 60.15.

(2) Four justifications exist for altering 
a boundary: Professional error in the 
initial nomination, loss of historic 
integrity, recognition of additional 
significance, additional research 
documenting that a larger or smaller 
area should be listed. No enlargement of 
a boundary should be recommended 
unless the additional area possesses 
previously unrecognized significance in 
American history, architecture, 
archeology, engineering or culture. No 
diminution of a boundary should be 
recommended unless the properties 
being removed do not meet the National 
Register criteria for evaluation. Any 
proposal to alter a boundary has to be 
documented in detail including 
photographing the historic resources 
falling between the existing boundary 
and the other proposed boundary.

(b) R elocating properties liste d  in  the 
N ational R egister. (1) Properties listed 
in the National Register should be 
moved only when there is no feasible 
alternative for preservation. When a 
property is moved, every effort should 
be made to reestablish its historic 
orientation, immediate setting, and 
general environment 

(2) If it is proposed that a property 
listed in the National Register be moved 
and the State Historic Preservation 
Officer, Federal agency for a property 
under Federal ownership or control, or 
person or local government where there 
is no approved State Historic 
Preservation Program, wishes the 
property to remain in the National 
Register during and after the move, the 
State Historic Preservation Officer or 
Fédéral Preservation Officer having 
ownership or control or person or local 
government where there is no approved 
State Historic Preservation Program, 
shall submit documentation to NPS prior 
to the move. The documentation shall

discuss: (i) the reasons for the move; (ii) 
the effect on the property’s historical 
integrity^ (iii) the new setting and 
general environment of the proposed 
site, including evidence that the 
proposed site does not possess historical 
or archeological significance that would 
be adversely affected by the intrusion of 
the property; and (iv) photographs 
showing the proposed location.

(3) Any such proposal with respect to 
the new location shall follow the 
required notification procedures, shall 
be approved by the State Review Board 
if it is a State nomination and shall 
continue to follow normal review 
procedures. The Keeper shall also follow 
the required notification procedures for 
nominations. The Keeper shall respond 
to a properly documented request within 
45 days of receipt from the State 
Historic Preservation 'Officer or Federal 
Preservation Officer, or within 90 days 
of receipt from a person or local 
government where there is no approved 
State Historic Preservation Program, 
concerning whether or not the move is 
approved. Once the property is moved, 
the State Historic Preservation Officer, 
Federal Preservation Officer, or person 
or local government where there is no 
approved State Historic Preservation 
Program shall submit to the Keeper for 
review (i) a letter notifying him or her of 
the date the property was moved; (ii) 
photographs of the property on its new 
site; and (iii) revised maps, including a 
U.SjG.S. map, (iv) acreage, and (v) 
verbal boundary description. The 
Keeper shall respond to a properly 
documented submittal within 45 days of 
receipt with the final decision on 
whether the property will remain in the 
National Register. If the Keeper 
approves the move, the property will 
remain in the National Register during 
and after the move unless the integrity 
of the property is in some unforeseen 
manner destroyed. If the Keeper does 
not approve the move, the property will 
be automatically deleted from the 
National Register when moved. In cases 
of properties removed from the National 
Register, if the State, Federal agency, or 
person or local government where there 
is no approved State Historic 
Preservation Program has neglected to 
obtain prior approval for the move or 
has evidence that previously 
unrecognized significance exists, or has 
accrued, the State, Federal agency, 
person or local government may 
resubmit a nomination for the property.

(4) In the event that a property is 
moved, deletion from the National 
Register will be automatic unless the 
above procedures are followed prior to 
the move. If the property has already
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been moved, it is the responsibility of 
the State, Federal agency or person or 
local government which nominated the 
property to notify the National Park 
Service. Assuming that the State,
Federal agency or person or local 
government wishes to have the structure 
reentered in the National Register, it 
must be nominated again on new forms 
which should discuss: (i) the reasons for 
the move; (ii) the effect on the property’s 
historical integrity, and (iii) the new 
setting and general environment, 
including evidence that the new site 
does not possess historical or 
archeological significance that would be 
adversely affected by intrusion of the 
property. In addition, new photographs, 
acreage, verbal boundary description 
and a U.S.G.S. map showing the 
structure at its new location must be 
sent along with the revised nomination. 
Any such nomination submitted by a 
State must be approved by the State 
Review Board.

(5) Properties moved in a manner 
consistent with the comments of the 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation, in accord with its 
procedures (36 CFR Part 800), are 
granted as exception to § 60.12(b). 
Moving of properties in accord with the 
Advisory Council’s procedures should 
be dealt with individually in each 
memorandum of agreement In such 
cases, the State Historic Preservation 
Officer or the Federal Preservation 
Officer, for properties under Federal 
ownership or control, shall notify the 
Keeper of the new location after the 
move including new documentation as 
described above.

§60.15 Rem oving propertie s from  the 
National Register.

(a) Grounds for removing properties 
from the National Register are as 
follows: (1) the property has ceased to 
meet the criteria for listing in the 
National Register because the qualities 
which caused it to be originally listed 
have been lost or destroyed, or such 
qualities were lost subsequent to 
nomination and prior to listing. (2) 
additional information shows that the 
property does not meet the National 
Register criteria for evaluation; (3) error 
in professional judgement as to whether 
the property meets the criteria for 
evaluation; or (4) prejudicial procedural 
error in the nomination or listing 
process. Properties removed from the 
National Register for procedural error 
shall be reconsidered for listing by the 
Keeper after correction of the error or 
errors by the State Historic Preservation 
Officer, Federal Preservation Officer, 
person or local government which 
originally nominated the property, or by

the Keeper, as appropriate. The 
procedures set forth for nominations 
shall be followed in such 
reconsiderations. Any property or 
district removed from the National 
Register for procedural deficiencies in 
the nomination and/or listing process 
shall automatically be considered 
eligible for inclusion in the National 
Register without further action arid will 
be published as such in the Federal 
Register.

(b) Properties-listed in the National 
Register prior to December 13,1980, may 
only be removed from the National 
Register on the grounds established in 
subsection (a)(1) of this section.

(c) Any person or organization may 
petition in writing for removal of a 
property from the National Register by 
setting forth the reasons the property 
should be removed on the grounds 
established in paragraph (a) of this 
section. With respect to nominations 
determined eligible for the National 
Register because the owners of private 
property object to listing, anyone may 
petition for reconsideration of whether 
or not the property meets the criteria for 
evaluation using these procedures. 
Petitions for removal are submitted to 
the Keeper by the State Historic 
Preservation Officer for State 
nominations, the Federal Preservation 
Officer for Federal nominations, and 
directly to the Keeper from persons or 
local governments where there is no 
approved State Historic Preservation 
Program.

(d) Petitons submitted by persons or 
local governments where there is no 
approved State Historic Preservation 
Program shall include a list of the 
owner(s). In Such cases the Keeper shall 
notify the affected owner(s) and the 
chief elected local official and give them 
an opportunity to comment. For 
approved State programs, the State 
Historic Preservation Officer shall notify 
the affected owner(s) and chief elected 
local official and give them an 
opportunity to comment prior to 
submitting a petition for removal. The 
Federal Preservation Officer shall notify 
and obtain the comments of the 
appropriate State Historic Preservation 
Officer prior to forwarding an appeal to 
NPS. All comments and opinions shall 
be submitted with the petition.

(e) The State Historic Preservation 
Officer or Federal Preservation Officer 
shall respond in writing within 45 days 
of receipt to petitions for removal of 
property from the National Register. The 
response shall advise the petitioner of 
the State Historic Preservation Officer’s 
or Federal Preservation Officer’s views 
on the petition.

(f) A petitioner desiring to pursue his 
removal request must notify the State 
Historic Preservation Officer or the 
Federal Preservation Officer in writing 
within 45 days of receipt of the written 
views on the petition.

(g) The State Historic Preservation 
Officer may elect to have a property 
considered for removal according to the 
State’s nomination procedures unless 
the petition is on procedural grounds 
and shall schedule it for consideration 
by the State Review Board as quickly as 
all notification requirements can be 
completed following procedures outlined 
in § 60.6, or the State Historic 
Preservation Officer may elect to 
forward the petition for removal to the 
Keeper with his or her comments 
without State Review Board 
consideration.

(h) Within 15 days after receipt of the 
petitioner’s notification of intent to 
pursue his removal request, the State 
Historic Preservation Officer shall notify 
the petitioner in writing either that the 
State Review Board will consider the 
petition on a specified date or that the 
petition will be forwarded to the Keeper 
after notification requirements have 
been completed. The State Historic 
Preservation Officer shall forward the 
petitions to the Keeper for review within 
15 days after notification requirements 
or Review Board consideration, if 
applicable, have been completed.

(i) Within 15 days after receipt of the 
petitioner notification of intent to pursue 
his petition, the Federal Preservation 
Officer shall forward the petition with 
his or her comments and those of the 
State Historic Preservation Officer to 
the Keeper.

(j) The Keeper shall respond to a 
petition for removal within 45 days of 
receipt, excqpt where the Keeper must 
notify the owners and the chief elected 
local official. In such cases the Keeper 
shall respond within 90 days of receipt. 
The Keeper shall notify the petitioner 
and the applicable State Historic 
Preservation Officer, Federal 
Preservation Officer, or person or local 
government where there is no approved 
State Historic Preservation Program, of 
his decision. The State Historic 
Preservation Officer or Federal 
Preservation Officer transmitting the 
petition shall notify the petitioner, the 
owner(s), and the chief elected local 
official in writing of the decision. The 
Keeper will provide such notice for 
petitions from persons or local 
governments where there is no approved 
State Historic Preservation Program.
The general notice may be used for 
properties with more than 50 owners. If 
the general notice is used it shall be
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published in one or more newspapers 
with general circulation in the area of 
the nomination.

(k) The Keeper may remove a 
property from the National Register on 
his own motion on the grounds 
established in paragraph (a) of this 
section, except for those properties 
listed in the National Register prior to 
December 13,1980, which may only be 
removed from the National Register on 
the grounds established in paragraph 
(a)(1) of this section. In such cases, the 
Keeper will notify the nominating 
authority, the affected owner(s) and the 
applicable chief elected local official 
and provide them an opportunity to 
comment. Upon removal, the Keeper will 
notify the nominating authority of the 
basis for the removal. The state Historic 
Preservation Officer, Federal 
Preservation Officer, or person or local 
government which nominated the 
property shall notify the owner(s) and 
the chief elected local official of the 
removal.

(l) No person shall be considered to 
have exhausted administrative remedies 
with respect to removal of a property 
from the National Register until the 
Keeper has denied a petition for 
removal pursuant to this section.
[FR Doc. 81-32873 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 4310-70-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[Â -3 -F R L  1955-5]

Approval of Revision of the Maryland 
State Implementation Plan

a g e n c y : Environmental Protection 
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

Su m m a r y : This notice announces the 
Administrator’s approval of a revision of 
the Maryland State Implementation 
Plan. The revision is a Secretarial Order 
excepting the Maryland Cup 
Corporation’s Reistertown Road plant 
from the State’s “no visible emissions” 
regulations. The variance allows visible 
emissions not to exceed 25 percent 
opacity from the company’s four new 
wax coaters with their related cooling 
and exhaust systems. The variance 
expires on September 11,1982.
EFFECTIVE d a t e : December 16,1981. 
a d d r e s s e s : Copies of the revision and 
associated support material are 
available for inspection during normal 
business hours at the following offices:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region III, Curtis Building, 10th Floor, 
6th & Walnut Street, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 19106, ATTN: Patricia 
Sheridan.

State of Maryland, Air Management 
Administration, Department of Health 
and Mental Hygiene, 201 West 
Preston Street, Baltimore, Maryland 
21201, ATTN: Mr. George Ferreri. 

Public Information Reference Unit,
Room 2922—EPA Library, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 
M Street, SW., (Waterside Mall), 
Washington, D.C. 20460.

The Office of the Federal Register, 1100 
L St., NW., Room 804, Washington, 
D.C. 20408.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edward A. Vollberg (3AH12), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region III, 6th & Walnut Streets, 
Philadelphia, PA 19106, telephone (215) 
597-8990.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background
The State of Maryland submitted a 

Secretarial Order for the Maryland Cup 
Corporation as a revision to the 
Maryland State Implementation Plan. 
The revision grants an exception to 
COMAR 10.18.06.02B which requires no 
visible emissions. It applies to four new 
wax coaters and their related cooling 
and exhaust systems at the 
Corporation’s Reistertown Road plant 
located in Baltimore County. The 
exception allows visible emissions not 
to exceed 25 percent opacity and expires 
September 11,1982. The State 
demonstrated that the revision would 
not impact attainment of National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards.

The company has been un.Vble to find 
an effective means to control the visible 
emissions. During the variarfce period, 
the company will continue t/j research 
new control technology applicable to its 
operation.

The revision was proposed for 
approval in the Federal Register on July
29,1981 (46 FR 38730). For further 
information regarding the revision, 
please consult the notice of proposed 
rulemaking.

Public Comments
No public comments were received 

during the 30-day comment period.

EPA Action
By this notice, the Administrator 

hereby approves the exception to 
COMAR 10.18.06.02B for the Maryland 
Cup Corporation as a revision to the 
Maryland State Implementation Plan.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is 
“Major” and therefore subject to the 
requirement of a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. This regulation is not major 
because this action only approves States 
actions and imposes no new 
requirements.

This regulation was submitted to the ’ 
Office of Management and Budget for 
review as required by Executive Order 
12291.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
Section 605(b) I certify that the SIP 
approvals under Sections 110 and 172 of 
thè Clean Air Act will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
This action only approves State actions. 
It imposes no new requirements.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean 
Air Act, judicial review of this action is 
available o n ly  by the filing of q petition 
for review in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the appropriate circuit 
within 60 days of today. Under Section 
307(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, the 
requirements which are the subject of 
today’s notice may not be challenged 
later in civil or criminal proceedings 
brought by EPA to enforce these 
requirements.

(42 U.S.C. 7401-642)
Dated: November 6,1981.

Anne M. Gorsuch,
Administrator.

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State of 
Maryland was approved by the Director of 
the Federal Register on July 1,1981.

PART 52— APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Part 52 of Title 40, Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows:

Subpart V— Maryland

Section 52.1070 is amended by adding 
paragraph (c)(54) to read as follows:

§ 52.1070 Identification o f p lans. 
* * * * *

(c) * * *
(54) A revision submitted by the State 

of Maryland on October 17,1980, 
consisting of an exception to COMAR 
10.18.06.02B for the Maryland Cup 
Corporation.

[FR Doc. 81-32983 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG QOOE 6560-38-M
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40 CFR Part 52 
[A -5 -F R L  1966-6]

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plan Revisions; Illinois
AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency.
ACTION: Final rulemaking and correction 
notice.

s u m m a r y : This notice announces final 
rulemaking today approving revisions to 
the Transportation Control Plans (TCP’s) 
fpr the Northeast Illinois (Chicago) Area, 
the Peoria Metropolitan Area and the St. 
Louis Metropolitan Area (Illinois 
Portion).

The U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) proposed rulemaking on 
these revisions to the Illinois State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) in the August
20,1981 (46 FR 42290) Federal Register. 
No public comments were received. 
Therefore, EPA is approving these 
transportation control plan revisions to 
the SIP, as satisfying all of the 
requirements set forth in the conditional 
approval published on February 21,1980 
(45 FR 11472) Federal Register.
EFFECTIVE d a t e : This final rulemaking is 
effective as of December 16,1981. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the Illinois SIP 
are available for inspection at the 
following addresses:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 

Air Programs Branch, Region V, 230 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Public Information Reference Unit, 401 
M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.
20460

The Office of the Federal Register, 1100 
L Street, N.W., Room 8401, 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Illinois Environmental Protection 
Agency, 2200 Churchill Road, 
Springfield, Illinois 62706 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Anne Emstein/Randolph O. Cano, 
Regulatory Analysis Section, Air 
Programs Branch, Region V, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 230 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 
60604, (312) 886-6036/886-6035 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 21,1980, (45 FR 11472) EPA 
announced final rulemaking on revisions 
to the Illinois SIP. The State submitted 
these revisions to satisfy the 
requirements of Part D of the Clean Air 
Act, as amended in 1977. In the Notice 
of Final Rulemaking, EPA conditionally 
approved the transportation control 
plans for Northeast Illinois (Chicago) 
Area, the Peoria Métropolitan Area and 
the St. Louis Metropolitan (Illinois

Portion) Area. A discussion of 
conditional approval was published in 
the July 2,1979 Federal Register (44 FR 
38583) and the November 23,1979 
Federal Register (44 FR 67182). A 
conditional approval identifies 
deficiencies which the State has agreed 
to remedy by a certain date. The 
conditional approval status of the SIP 
continues until final action is taken and 
published in the Federal Register.

Although EPÁ has not yet completed 
its rulemaking action on all aspects of 
the conditional approval, the State 
agrees to meet the deadlines they 
committed to in providing the schedules 
required by the plan approval conditions 
unless these schedules are disapproved 
by EPA in its final rulemaking action on 
Illinois transportation control plans.

On August 20,1980 and March 20,
1981, the State submitted additional 
information on the transportation 
control plans (TCP’s) for the Northeast 
Illinois (Chicago) Area. On October 15, 
1980, the State submitted additional 
information for the St. Louis 
Metropolitan (Illinois Portion) Area in 
response to the requirements set forth in 
the conditional approval published 
February 21,1980 (45 FR 11472).

EPA has completed its review of the 
submittal and finds thát the State has 
satisfied all the requirements set forth in 
the conditional approval published in 
the February 21,1980 Federal Register 
(45 FR 11472) for the transportation 
control plans for the Northeast Illinois 
Area, the Peoria Metropolitan and the 
St. Louis Metropolitan (Illinois Portion) 
Areas.

Minor errors were made in the Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking Federal 
Register (46 FR 42290) on August 20,
1981 where EPA proposed to approve 
the satisfaction of the remaining 
approval conditions of the 
Transportation Control Plans for the 
Northeast Illinois (Chicago) Area, the 
Peoria Metropolitan Area, and the St. 
Louis Metropolitan (Illinois Portion) 
Area. In the beginning of the 
Supplementary Information section of 
this notice, October 15,1980, was 
incorrectly listed as the date the State 
submitted additional information for the 
St. Louis Metropolitan (Illinois Portion) 
Area. On October 15,1980, the State 
submitted additional information for the 
Peoria Metropolitan Area. Additional 
information for the St. Louis 
Metropolitan (Illinois Portion) Area was 
submitted on April 1,1981. In the Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking no mention was 
made of the receipt of additional 
information for the Peoria Metropolitan 
Area. Since the dates of submission of 
additional information for these three 
areas were correctly listed elsewhere in

the proposed rulemaking and since these 
errors were not substantive, EPA is 
taking action today to approve 
satisfaction of the remaining 
transportation control plan approval 
conditions.

This section of the notice discusses 
the plan approval conditions identified 
by EPA in the February 21,1980 
rulemaking notice (45 FR 11472); the 
State’s responses of August 20,1980, 
October 15,1980, March 20,1981 and 
April 1,1981; and EPA’s final rulemaking 
action.

Northeastern Illinois (Chicago) Area
1. Condition. EPA requested 

implementor commitments from the 
State of Illinois to meet the conditional 
approval requirements referenced in the 
February 21,1980, notice of final 
rulemaking.

State A ction . On January 25,1980, and 
March 20,1981, the State submitted 
information to meet this requirement. In 
the March 20,1981 submittal, the State 
indicated that the most appropriate 
context for securing implementor 
commitments was within the framework 
of the transportation planning process,

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : In EPA’s February
21.1980 Federal Register one of the 
conditional approval items was the 
submission of the implementor 
commitments by February 21,1981. In 
clarification of that conditional approval 
requirement IEPA submitted a letter to 
EPA on March 20,1981 which stated that 
instead of obtaining implementor 
commitments by February 21,1981, IEPA 
would obtain them within the 
framework of the existing transportation 
planning process. EPA agrees with the 
Illinois approach because of the variable 
and complex nature of the 
transportation planning process and 
because of the large number of 
implementors involved.

EPA proposed approval of this action 
in the August 20,1981 (46 FR 42290) 
Federal Register. Therefore, EPA 
requests that the condition be met 
through the annual transportation 
planning process under Section 176(c) of 
the Clean Air Act.

2. Condition: The State will submit an 
inventory identifying the location of 
carbon monoxide hotspots and a 
schedule for hotspot elimination.

State A ctio n : On August 20,1980, the 
State submitted an inventory and other 
information. This included 
correspondence, a referenced schedule 
and attachments from the Chicago Area 
Transportation Study.

EPA proposed approval of this August
20.1980 submittal in the August 20,1981 
(46 FR 42290) Federal Register.
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E P A 's F in a l A ction : EPA approves this 
action.
Peoria Metropolitan Area

1. Condition: EPA requested a more 
detailed description of the 
transportation planning process. .

State A ctio n : On October 15,1980, the 
State submitted a detailed description of 
the transportation air quality planning 
process.

EPA proposed approval of this 
October 15,1980 submittal in the August
20.1981 (46 FR 42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s F in al A ctio n : EPA approves this
action.

2. Condition: The Tri-County Regional 
Planning Commission (TCRPC) was 
asked to provide a description of 
procedures which will be used to 
annually determine the consistency and 
conformity of the transportation control 
plan with the SIP.

State A ction : On October 15,1980, the 
State submitted a summary of 
procedures for an annual determination 
of consistency and conformity.

EPA proposed approval of this action 
on October 15.1980 in the August 20,
1981 (46 FR 42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this 
action.

3. Condition: EPA requested details 
indicating how the emission impact of 
implemented transportation projects 
will be annually assessed and reported.

State A ctio n : On October 15,1980, the 
State submitted a description of 
responsible agencies, methodologies, 
and procedures for annually assessing, 
monitoring, measuring, and reporting of 
emission reduction.

EPA proposed approval of this 
October 15,1980 submittal in the August
20.1981 (46 FR 42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this
action.

4. Condition: EPA requested an 
assessment of the social, economic, 
health, energy, air quality, and welfare 
inpacts of transportation control 
measures.

State A ctio n : On October 15,1980, the 
State submitted a description of how the 
social, economic, environment, energy, 
and health impacts of each TCM will be 
evaluated.

EPA proposed approval of this 
October 12,1980 action in the August 20, 
1981 (46 FR 42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this 
action.

5. Condition: EPA requested an 
identification of all potential CO 
hotspots in the Peoria Metropolitan 
Area.

State A ctio n : On October 15,1980, the 
State submitted a description of a two- 
step procedure which TCRPC will use to

address the identification and 
committed itself to the elimination of 
CO hotspots.

EPA proposed approval of this 
October 15,1980 action in the August 20, 
1981 (46 FR 42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this 
condition because TCRPC and IEPA 
have committed themselves to the 
development of strategies for the 
elimination of hotspots. EPA will 
evaluate the completion of this action 
through the Section 176(c) Conformity 
Procedures which is an annual 
determination by the Federal, State, and 
Local agencies.

6r Condition: EPA requested that the 
State identify a mechanism for 
informing elected officials and 
implementors of progress toward 
meeting emission reduction goals and 
projects needed to meet these goals.

State A ctio n s: On October 15,1980, 
the State submitted TCRPC’s procedures 
for informing local elected officials and 
implementors of the progress in meeting 
emission reduction goals.

EPA proposed approval of this 
October 15,1980 action in the August 20, 
1981 (46 FR 42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this 
action.

The St. Louis Metropolitan (Illinois. 
Portion) Area

1. Condition: EPA requested a more 
detailed description of the 
transportation planning process 
including the criteria used by the lead 
local agency to assess impacts of 
strategies.

State A ctio n : The State submission of 
April 1,1981, contained pages 35-39 of 
the Section 175 grant application. These 
pages describe how transportation 
control measures (TCM) will be 
analyzed and commitments obtained.

EPA proposed approval of this April 1, 
1981 submittal in the August 20,1981 (46 
FR 42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this 
action.

2. Condition: EPA requested that 
implementor commitments be obtained 
and submitted.

State A ctio n : The February 21,1980, 
EPA final rulemaking on the Illinois SIP 
indicates that information which 
partially satisfies this requirement had 
been received. The April 1,1981, 
submittal from IEPA provided additional 
commitments for implementing specific 
transportation strategies.

EPA proposed approval of this April 1, 
1981 action in the August 20,1981 (46 FR 
42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this 
action with the exception of the TCM 
related to the physical modification of

roads and highways. EPA proposes to 
take no action on these traffic flow 
improvements. If these measures are to 
be incorporated into the SIP, Eastwest 
Gateway Coordinating Council 
(EWGCC) must provide a project- 
specific determination of the air quality 
emission benefits as a demonstration 
that these are an appropriate part of this 
control strategy. This project-specific 
evaluation may be submitted as part of 
the 1982 ozone SIP.

3. Condition: EPA requested the State 
to submit a schedule for conducting the 
analysis of the strategies in Section 108 
of the act.

State A ctio n : On April 1,1981, the 
State submitted pages 39 and 47 of the 
sections 172 grant application. This 
submission contained a schedule for 
TCM analysis.

EPA proposed approval of this April 1, 
1981 action in the August 20,1981 (46 FR 
42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this 
action.

4. Condition: EPA requested that the 
State identify procedures for annually 
determining the consistency and 
conformity of the transportation control 
plan with the SIP.

State A ctio n : On April 1,1981, the 
State submitted applicable sections of 
the St. Louis Metropolitan Area Ozone 
Volume of the Illinois SIP. The 
submission indicates that specific 
projects will be reviewed during the 
transportation planning process to 
assess potential air quality impacts and 
checked for conformity with adopted 
regional goals and plans.

EPA proposed approval of this April 1, 
1981 action in the August 20,1981 (46 FR 
42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : This submission 
is acceptable; therefore, EPA approves 
these applicable sections of the Ozone 
SIP.

5. Condition: EPA requested 
additional information concerning a 
credit taken in the transportation control 
for a fifty percent increase in mass 
transit ridership. Further, EPA requested 
that EWGCC secure and submit the 
necessary implementor commitments.

State A ctio n s: On April 1,1981, the 
State submitted information from 
EWGCC. This submission decreased the 
credit from a 50 percent to a 30 percent 
increase in transit ridership and 
discussed the strategies which will 
achieve the increase in mass transit 
ridership. This goal is believed to be 
more realistic. The submittal includes 
commitments for ridesharing program 
promotion, increases in mass transit 
ridership, traffic flow improvements, 
promotion of bicycling and walking
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trips, and promotion of alternative fuels. 
The Illinois State Legislature has 
recently authorized the formation of 
local transit districts. Three districts 
have been formed, and have set local 
tax levies to fund mass transit.

EPA proposed approval of this April 1, 
1981 action in the August 20,1981 (46 FR 
42290) Federal Register.

E P A ’s  F in a l A ctio n : EPA approves this 
action.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
(605)(b), I hereby certify that this action 
which is being taken under Sections 110 
and 172 of the Act will not have a * 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
Today’s action only approves a plan 
submitted by the State. It imposes no 
further conditions than those agreed to 
by the State.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is 
“major” and, therefore, subject to the 
requirements of a regulatory impact 
analysis. This regulation will not be 
“major” as defined by Executive Order 
12291 because this action only approves 
the plan approval conditions to which 
the State has committed itself to remedy 
deficiencies in the Illinois SIP.

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review as required by 
Executive Order 12291.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Act, 
judicial review of this final action is 
available only by the filing of a petition 
for review in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the appropriate circuit 
within 60 days of today. Under Section 
307(b)(2) of die Act the requirements 
which are the subject of today’s notice 
may not be challenged later in civil or 
criminal proceedings brought by EPA to 
enforce these requirements.

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State of 
Illinois was approved by the Director of the 
Federal Register on July 1,1981.
(Secs. 110,172 of the Act as amended (42 
U.S.C. 7410, and 7502))

Dated: November 6,1981.
Anne M. Garsuch,
Administrator.

PART 52— APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, Chapter I, Part 52 is 
amended as follows:

1. Section 52.720(c) is amended by 
adding subparagraphs (33), (34) and (35) 
to read as follows:

§ 52.720 Identification of plan.
* * * * *

(c) * * *
(33) On August 20,1980, and March 20, 

1981, the State submitted additional 
information on the transportation 
control plans for the Northeast Illinois 
(Chicago) Area.

(34) On October 15,1980, the State 
submitted additional information on the 
transportation control plans for the 
Peoria Metropolitan Area.

(35) On April 1,1981, the State 
submitted additional information on the 
transportation control plans for the St. 
Louis Metropolitan (Illinois) Area.

§52.737 [Reserved]
2. Section 52.7.37 is revoked and 

reserved.
[FR Doc. 81-32978 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 ami 

BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

40 CFR Part 52 

[A4-FRL 1950-6]

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Kentucky and 
Tennessee: Air Quality Surveillance 
Plan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA today approves the air 
quality surveillance portion of State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) revisions 
submitted by the States of Kentucky and 
Tennessee in accordance with the 
requirements of Section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act. The Kentucky revision was 
submitted on November 15,1979, and 
proposed in the Federal Register on 
January 7,1981 (46 FR 1761). Subsequent 
to proposing the Kentucky plan EPA 
initiated a pilot program whereby SIP 
revisions that are of a noncontroversial 
nature are approved without being 
subject to a prior proposal notice. The 
Tennessee revision was submitted on 
April 23,1980 and in view of its 
noncontroversial nature no proposal of 
approval was made. The Tennessee 
action becomes effective January 15, 
1982, unless notice is received on or 
before December 16,1981, that someone 
wishes to submit adverse or critical 
comments. The revisions update the 
respective State SIPs to meet EPA 
requirements as set forth in 40 CFR Part 
58, (44 FR 27558, May 10,1979).

The revisions include commitments to:
(1) update the monitoring network and 
to operate all State and Local Air 
Monitoring Stations (SLAMS) in 
accordance with the criteria established 
by Subpart B of 40 CFR Part 58; (2) site 
all SLAMS in accordance with the siting 
criteria contained in Subpart E of 40

CFR Part 58; (3) utilize reference or 
equivalent methods as defined by EPA 
in § 50.1 of 40 CFR Part 50; (4) utilize the 
quality assurance procedures set forth in 
Appendix A to 40 CFR Part 58. The 
State’s plan revisions meets all EPA 
requirements including episode 
monitoring procedures and a provision 
for submitting annual reports to EPA. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: This action is effective 
January 15,1982.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the materials 
submitted by Kentucky and Tennessee 
may be examined at the following 
locations during normal business hours: 
Library, EPA Region IV, Air Programs 

Branch, 345 Courtland Street NE., 
Atlanta, Georgia 30365 

Public Information Reference Unit, 
Library Systems Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460 

The Office of the Federal Register, 1100 
L Street NW., Room 8401,
Washington, D.C. 20408 
Materials submitted by Kentucky may 

be examined at: Division of Air 
Pollution Control, Kentucky Department 
for Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection, West 
Frankfort Office Complex, U.S. 127 
South, Frankfort, Kentucky 40601.

Materials submitted by Tennessee 
may also be examined at: Tennessee Air 
Pollution Control Division, 256 Capital 
Hill Building, Nashville, Tennessee 
37219.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Archie Lee of EPA Region IV’s Air 
Programs Branch in Atlanta (see 
“Addresses” above). Telephone 404- 
881-3286 or FTS 257-3286. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
10,1979 (44 FR 27558) EPA promulgated 
ambient air quality monitoring and data 
reporting regulations. These regulations 
satisfy the requirements of Section 
110(a)(2)(C) of the Clean Air Act by 
requiring ambient air quality monitoring 
and data reporting for purposes of SIPs. 
At the same time, EPA published 
guidance to the States regarding the 
information which must be adopted and 
submitted to EPA as SIP revisions. Such 
revisions are to provide for the 
establishment of an air quality 
surveillance system that consists of a 
network of state and local monitoring 
stations (SLAMS) to measure ambient 
concentrations of those pollutants for 
which standards have been established 

'  in 40 CFR Part 50.
The States of Kentucky and 

Tennessee responded by submitting to 
EPA on November 15,1979, and April 23, 
1980, respectively, a plan for air quality 
surveillance. Their plans provide for the
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establishment of a SLAMS network such 
that the monitors will be properly sited 
and the data quality assured, the 
network will be reviewed annually for 
needed modifications, and the SLAMS 
network descriptions will be available 
for public inspection and will contain 
information such as location, operating 
schedule, and sampling and analysis 
method.

EPA reviewed the air quality 
surveillance plans and found them to be 
acceptable. On January 7,1981, EPA 
proposed approval of die Kentucky plan. 
No comments were received.

Action
Based on the foregoing, EPA hereby 

approves the Kentucky and Tennessee 
air quality surveillance plan. This action 
is effective January 15,1982. The 
Tennessee plan is being approved 
without prior proposal because the 
changes are noncontroversial and of 
limited impact, and no comments are 
anticipated. The public should be 
advised that the Tennessee action will 
be effective January 15,1982 as will be 
the Kentucky revisions. However, if 
notice is received on or before 
December 16,1981 that someone wishes 
to submit adverse or critical comments 
on the Tennessee plan, that action will 
be withdrawn and subsequent notices 
will be published before the effective 
date. The subsequent notices will 
withdraw the final action and begin a 
new rulemaking by announcing a 
proposal of the action and establishing a 
comment period.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean 
Air Act, judicial review of EPA’s 
approval of these revisions is available 
only  by the filing of a petition for review 
in die United States Court of Appeals 
for the appropriate circuit on or before 
January.15,1982. Under Section 307(b)(2) 
of the Clean Air Act, the requirements 
which are the subject of today’s notice 
may not be challenged later in civil or 
criminal proceedings brought by EPA to 
enforce these requirements.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
section 605(b) I hereby certify that the 
attached rule will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This action 
only approves state actions. It imposes 
no new requirements.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is major 
and therefore subject to the requirement 
of a Regulatory Impact Analysis. This 
regulation is not major because it only 
approves State actions and imposes no 
new requirement on sources.

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget -

(OMB) for review as required by 
Executive Order 12291.

Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the States 
of Kentucky and Tennessee w£s 
approved by the Director of the Federal 
Register on July 1,1981.
(Section 110 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7410))

Dated: November 6,1981.
Anne M. Gorsuch,
Administrator.

PART 52— APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows:

Subpart S— Kentucky

1. Section 52.920 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c)(18) as follows:

§ 52.920 Identification of plan.
*  *  *  *  *

(c) The plan revisions listed below 
were submitted on the dates specified. 
* * * * *

(18) Air quality surveillance plan 
submitted on November 15,1979, by the 
Kentucky Department for Natural 
Resources and Environmental 
Protection.

Subpart RR— Tennessee

2. Section 52.2220 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c)(38) as follows:

§ 52.2220 Identification of plan. 
* * * * *

(c) The plan revisions listed below 
were submitted on the dates specified. 
* * * * *

(38) Air quality surveillance plan 
submitted on April 23,1980, by the 
Tennessee Department of Public Health.
[FR Doc. 81-32959 Filed 11-13-61; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6560-38-M

40 CFR Part 81 

[A-6-FRL1975-1J

State of Texas: Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Planning Purposes

a g e n c y : Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This notice approves the 
Texas Air Control Board (TACB) request 
to change the existing nonattainment 
designation for ozone for the Bexar 
County area to attainment. This action 
will be effective on January 15,1982

unless notice is received on or before 
December 16,1981 that someone wishes 
to submit adverse or critical comments. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 15,1982. 
ADDRESS: Written comments should be 
addressed to Estela Wackerbarth of thé 
EPA Region VI Air Programs Branch 
(address below). Copies of the materials 
submitted by Texas may be examined 
during normal business hours at the 
following locations:
Public Information Reference Unit,

Library Systems Branch,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460 

Library, Environmental Protection
Agency, Region VI, 1201 Elm Street,
Dallas, Texas 75270

Texas Air Control Board, 6330 Hwy. 290
East, Austin, Texas 78783.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Estela S. Wackerbarth, Chief, 
Implementation Plan Section, Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VI, Dallas, Texas 75270, (214) 
767-1518.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background
On March 3,1978 at 43 FR 9038, the 

Administrator promulgated attainment 
status designations for the State of 
Texas for ozone and other pollutants. 
The designations were effective 
immediately and public comment was 
solicited. On September 11,1978, at 43 
FR 40412 in response to comments 
received, the Administrator revised and 
amended certain of the original 
designation. Bexar County was 
designated as a nonattainment area for 
ozone in the March 3,1978, rulemaking. 
This designation remained unchanged in 
the September 11,1978 rulemaking.

On February 8,1979, EPA promulgated 
a revised ozone standard that raised the 
level of the standard from 0.08 part per 
million (ppm) to 0.12 ppm. Based on this 
revised standard the State of Texas has 
amended its list in accordance with the 
provisions of Section 107(d)(5) of the 
Clean Air Act. The State has changed 
the original designation of the Bexar 
County area from nonattainment to 
attainment for ozone. On June 5,1981 in 
TACB Resolution R81-9 this 
redesignation request was submitted to 
EPA.
Redesignation of Bexar County

In Air Quality Control Region (AQCR) 
217, the Bexar County area is designated 
as nonattainment for the primary ozone 
standard (43 FR 9038; March 3,1978). 
The Bexar County area redesignation 
from nonattainment to attainment is
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based upon EPA’s revision of the ozone 
standard from 0.08 ppm to 0.12 ppm and 
EPA’s review1 of supporting data 
collected during the years 1978,1979, 
and 1980 which indicate that the 
average annual exceedance is less than 
one, thus meeting EPA’s criteria for 
attainment. Therefore, EPA is 
redesignating the Bexar County area 
from nonattainment to attainment.

The public should be advised that this 
action will be effective January 15,1982. 
However, if notice is received on or 
before December 16,1981 that someone 
wishes to submit adverse or critical 
comments, this action will be withdrawn 
and a subsequent notice published 
before the effective date. The 
subsequent notice will withdraw the 
final action and will begin a new 
rulemaking by announcing a proposal of 
the action and establishing a comment 
period.

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean 
Air Act judicial review of this final 
rulemaking notice is available only by 
the filing of a petition for review in the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
appropriate circuit within 60 days of 
November 16,1981. Under section 
307(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, the 
requirements which are the subject of 
today’s notice may not be challenged 
later in civil or criminal proceedings 
brought by EPA to enforce these 
requirements.

Pursuant to the provision of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), I certify that attainment status 
redesignation under section 107(d) of the 
Clean Air Act will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This action 
constitutes an attainment status 
redesignation under section 107(d) of the 
Clean Air Act. This action imposes no 
regulatory requirements but only 
changes an air quality designation. Any 
regulatory requirements which may 
become necessary as a result of this 
action will be dealt with in a separate 
action.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is 
“Major” and therefore subject to the 
requirement of a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. This regulation is not Major 
because it is merely approving a State 
action. It will impose no new regulatory 
action.

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget for 
review as required by Executive Order 
12291.

1 EPA Evaluation Report, Bexar County 
Redesignation dated August, 1981. This report is 
available for public inspection at the Region VI 
office of EPA in Dallas, Texas.

(Sec. 107(d) of the Clean Air Act, as amended 
42 U.S.C. 7407(d))

Dated: November 6,1981.
Anne M. Gorsuch,f§|
Administrator.

PART 81— DESIGNATION OF AREAS 
FOR AIR QUALITY PLANNING 
PURPOSES

Subpart C of Part 81 of Chapter 1,
Title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows:

1 In § 81.344—Texas, the attainment 
status designation table for ozone is 
amended by revising the designation for 
Bexar County from “does not meet 
primary standards” to “cannot be 
classified or better than national 
standards.” The amended portion of the 
O x table for § 81.344 reads as set forth 
below.

§ 81.344 Texas.
* * * * *

T e x a s — O *

Cannot be
Designated Does not meet classified or better

area primary standards than national
standards

AQCR 217..... .......... .... ........ ------------ ...
Bexar County.................... ................... X.
Remainder of ......... .'................ . X

AQCR.

[FR Doc. 81-32982 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am j 

BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

43 CFR Public Land Order 6048 

[ES-20501]

Florida; Partial Revocation of Public 
Land Order No. 1131.

Correction

In FR Doc. 81-30210 appearing on 
page 51246 in the issue for Monday, 
October 19,1981, please make the 
following correction:

On page 51246, in the third column, in 
the land description in the Ocala 
National Forest, the second line should 
have read “Sec. 24, EViNE%NEVi 
SWViNWWVThe original publication 
contained too many commas.
BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard

46 CFR Parts 3,14, 24,188, and 189 

[CGD  77-081]

Oceanographic Research Vessels

a g e n c y : Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : The Coast Guard is amending 
its regulations by establishing standard 
procedures for the designation of 
oceanographic research vessels. These 
amendments also provide a means for 
exempting oceanographic research 
vessels from certain statutes governing 
the employment of seamen that are 
considered unnecessary for many of 
these vessels. By removing impediments 
to the classification and operation of 
oceanographic research vessels, these 
amendments will aid them in carrying 
out their assigned mission.
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 16,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Commander Scott D. McCowen, Office 
of Merchant Marine Safety, Vessel 
Manning Branch (G-MVP-5/14), U.S. 
Coast Guard Headquarters, Washington, 
D.C. 20593, (202-426-2240). 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: A Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking was published 
in the Federal Register of December 22, 
1980 (45 FR 84104). This invited 
comments for 45 days ending February 
5,1981. As a result of requests from a 
number of interested parties, the 
comment period was extended until 
March 22,1981 to allow a longer time for 
review of the proposal. One party 
requested that a public hearing be held 
on this rulemaking so that additional 
information could be provided. In light 
of the broad geographic spread of 
interested parties and the rather narrow 
range of issues involved in this 
rulemaking, it was felt that a public 
hearing would not provide sufficient 
additional information to justify its 
expense.

Comments were received from eleven 
sources including educational, business, 
labor and governmental organizations. 
One expressed opposition to the 
proposal in its entirety. The remaining 
comments were generally in favor of the 
proposal, but offered suggestions for 
modifying it. These are discussed below, 
in addition to Coast Guard responses 
and actions being taken.

Designation
Six comments recommended that the 

authority for designating oceanographic 
research vessels be delegated to the
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local Officer in Charge,' Marine 
Inspection (OCMI). Under the proposed 
rules, this authority would have been 
vested in the Commandant alone. The 
comments noted that designation at the 
local level would prevent the undue time 
delays that would result from processing 
by Coast Guard Headquarters. This 
condition was described as being likely 
to frustrate the short term chartering of 
commercial vessels for oceanographic 
research purposes. The fact that OCMIs 
have greater familiarity with vessels, 
personnel, and operating conditions in 
their local areas was cited as another 
reason for making the delegation. A 
third reason was that the delegation 
would allow an adverse decision of an 
OCMI to be appealed to higher levels 
within the Coast Guard. The Coast 
Guard finds merit in these comments. 
Consequently, § 3.10-l(a) & (b) has been 
revised to reflect the delegation of 
authority to OCMIs to designate 
oceanographic research vessels, and 
conforming amendments have been 
made to the definitions in § § 3.05-3,
24.10-20, and 188.10-53.

Under existing procedures found in 46 
CFR 2.01-71, an adverse decision of an 
OCMI may be appealed to the 
appropriate District Commander, and 
from there to the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard, whose decision represents 
final agency action. One comment 
recommended that procedures for 
appealing the Coast Guard’s final 
decision be specified in the regulations. 
This was deemed unnecessary, as it 
would merely recite the judicial review 
provisions contained in the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
701-706).

Several comments expressed concern 
that the proposed designation 
procedures would hamper the chartering 
of vessels for oceanographic research 
work. The procedures would require the 
submission of a specific operating plan 
stating precisely the intended use of the 
vessel. It would be difficult to furnish 
this information for chartered vessels, as 
future uses often cannot be predicted at 
the time designation is sought. 
Furthermore, these vessels might be 
intermittently engaged in non- 
oceanographic work, raising questions 
as to whether they would be entitled to 
retain their designations. The Coast 
Guard position is that the vessel should 
be able to retain its designation under 
§ 3.10-5 even though its charter or 
specific oceanographic work may 
periodically change. If, however, a 
vessel has a change of employment or 
change in operating conditions that 
deviates from exclusively oceanographic 
research operations, the owner, master

or operator shall advise the Officer in 
Charge, Marine Inspection who made 
the designation. Depending on the 
particulars of the case, this officer shall 
determine the eligibility of the vessel to 
retain its designation based on its new 
employment/operating circumstance(s). 
The vessel may then be subject to Coast 
Guard inspection and certification.
Upon returning to bona fide and 
exclusive oceanographic research 
operations, reinstatement of the 
designation may be requested. If all 
operating conditions remain 
substantially unchanged, the 
information required in the initial 
request (§ 3.10(b)) need not be submitted 
with the reinstatement request.

Only vessels exclusively engaged in 
oceanographic instruction, limnologic 
instruction, oceanographic research, or 
limnologic research fall within the 
definition of oceanographic research 
vessels in § § 3.05-3, 24.10-20, and
188.10-53. One comment suggested that 
the word "exclusively” be deleted from 
these definitions so that vessels which 
are also engaged in other work may 
receive oceanographic research vessel 
designations. The definitions in the 
proposed regulations were taken 
directly from the statutory definition of 
oceanographic research vessels in 46 
U.S.C. 441. This describes 
oceanographic research vessels as those 
found to be “employed exclusively in 
instruction in oceanography or 
limnology, or both, or exclusively in 
oceanographic research.” The requested 
change in the regulatory definition 
cannot be made, as regulations cannot 
grant broader authority than the statutes 
on which they are based.
. Another comment suggested the 
exemption of vessels less than 40 feet in 
length from the designation procedures. 
Here again, the law does riot provide for 
the blanket exemption of any specific 
class, type, or size of vessels. It should 
be noted, however, that the designation 
procedure is purely voluntary in nature 
and only needed where equitable relief 
from otherwise applicable vessel 
inspection or shipment and discharge 
requirements is desired.

One comment suggested that an 
uninspected vessel be allowed to retain 
its oceanographic research vessel 
designation indefinitely, unless there is 
a substantial change in the purpose of 
the organization which operates the 
vessel. This was supported by the 
contention that the need to obtain 
redesignation every two years would be 
financially burdensome, particularly to 
non-profit organizations. It should be 
noted, that the procedures for renewal 
of designation in § 3.10-10 will not

require'the submission of detailed 
information if the request for renewal is 
made to the same OCMI that issued the 
prior designation. Certificates of 
inspection issued to vessels subject to 
Coast Guard inspection requirements 
are generally valid for two years. Since 
the monitoring of designated 
oceanographic research vessels is 
necessary in order to assure continued 
compliance with the designation criteria, 
and in light of the likelihood of varied 
employment patterns for the vessels 
concerned the two year designation 
period is considered to be appropriate.

Three comments were received 
concerning exemptions from shipment 
and discharge requirements for seamen 
engaged on designated oceanographic 
research vessels. One suggested that 46 
U.S.C. 597, Payment at Ports, be added 
to the list of statutes in § 14.20-10 from 
which exemption can be granted. This 
recommendation has been adopted. The 
failure to do so could conceivably create 
inconsistencies in wage payment 
arrangements made under alternative 
procedures established as a requirement 
for exemption from 46 U.S.C. 596.

One comment recommended the 
revision of § 14.20-15 (a) and (b) to 
allow a vessel’s owner or agent, as well 
as the master, to submit the “Master’s 
Report of Seamen Shipped or 
Discharged” (form CG-735T) or a copy 
of the shipping articles to the Coast 
Guard. This was deemed advisable 
since masters are frequently unable to 
submit reports in a timely fashion due to 
transfer; termination of employment, or 
the remote locale of their vessel. 
Although the point is well taken, it must 
be remembered that masters of all 
vessels engaged upon voyages away 
from the United States ai^ faced with 
the same problems in submitting reports. 
Relief could technically be provided for 
oceanographic research vessels under 
the exemption provisions of 46 U.S.C. 
445. This will not be done, however, as 
these vessels are not uniquely 
disadvantaged by the present reporting 
requirement.

One comment opposed exempting 
oceanographic research vessels from 
shipment and discharge requirements 
for seamen, stating that such an 
arrangement would alter the rights of 
merchant seamen under existing law 
and deny them basic protections 
intended by Congress under the statutes 
from which exemptions would be 
granted. This is not the case. As 
authorized by 46 U.S.C. 445, the Coast 
Guard is only offering oceanographic 
research vessels exemptions from 
statutes that are deemed unnecessary in 
the performance of their missions.
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Several exemptions are specifically 
conditioned upon the existence of 
alternative arrangements assuring 
seamen equivalent protection to that 
provided by statute. Section 14.20-5 
requires the submission of justification 
for any exemptions requested. Section 
14.20-10(b) provides that exemptions 
will be granted only in those instances 
where employment is of a permanent 
nature and the method of wage 
payment, tenure, and employee benefits, 
are subject to the same general practices 
as applied other employees of the 
employer. Sections 14.20-10(a) (3) and 
(4) provide further protections by 
requiring the notification of crew 
members of any alternate procedure 
approved and, further, providing for the 
termination of the exemption if the 
approved alternate procedures are not 
followed.

As a result of its own review of the 
proposal, the Coast Guard is amending 
§ 188.01-1 to emphasize that the 
standards set forth in Subchapter U are 
only applicable to inspected vessels.

The Coast Guard has evaluated this 
action under Executive Order 12291 and 
the Department of Transportation’s 
“Policies and Procedures for 
Simplification, Analysis, and Review of 
Regulations” (DOT Order 2100.5 dated 
22 May 1980), and has determined that it 
is neither a major nor a significant 
rulemaking. A final evaluation has been 
prepared and included in the public 
docket. This may be obtained from the 
Marine Safety Council (G-CMC/44), 
Room 4402, U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters, 2100 Second Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20593. As the notice of 
proposed rulemaking was issued before 
January 1,1981, these regulations are 
exempt from the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act (94 Stat. 1164). However, the 
requirements of the Act were taken into 
consideration, and these regulations are 
not expected to have a significant 
economic effect on small entities. The 
opportunity they will provide 
oceanographic research vessel operators 
to obtain exemptions from certain 
shipment and discharge requirements 
for seamen should be economically 
beneficial.

Drafting Information

The principal persons involved in 
drafting these amendments are 
Commander Scott D. McCowen, Project 
Manager, Office of Merchant Marine 
Safety and Coleman Sachs, Project 
Attorney, Office of the Chief Counsel.

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Chapter I of Title 46, Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows:

SU BCH A PTER  A — PRO CED U RES  
A PPL IC A B LE  TO THE PUBLIC

1. By adding a new Part 3 to read as 
follows:

PART 3 DESIGNATION OF 
OCEANOGRAPHIC RESEARCH 
VESSELS

Subpart 3.01— Autho rity  and Purpose  

Sec.
3.01- 1 Purpose of regulations.
3.01- 3 Authority for regulations.

Subpart 3.03— App lica tion  
3.03-1 Vessels subject to the requirements 

of this part.

Subpart 3.05— Defin ition o f Term s U sed in 
Th is Part
3.05- 1 Letter of designation.
3.05- 3 Oceanographic research vessel.

Subpart 3.10— Designation
3.10- 1 Procedures for designating 

oceanographic research vessels.
9.10- 5 Renewal of letter of designation. 

Authority: 46 U.S.C. 441-445, 49 U.S.C.
1655(b), 49 CFR 1.46(b).

Subpart 3.01— Authority and Purpose

§ 3.01-1 Pu rpose  o f regu lations.
The purpose of the regulations in this 

part is to establish standard procedures 
for the designation of certain vessels as 
oceanographic research vessels as 
defined in 46 U.S.C. 441.

§ 3.01-3 Au thority  fo r regulations.
The regulations regarding the 

designation of oceanographic research 
vessels interpret or apply Title 46, 
United States Code, Sections 441 
through 445.

Subpart 3.03— Application

§ 3.03-1 V esse ls  subject to  the 
requ irem ents o f th is  p a r t  

The regulations in this subchapter are 
applicable to U.S. flag vessels desiring 
designation as oceanographic research 
vessels in accordance with 46 U.S.C. 
441.

Subpart 3.05— Definition of Terms 
Used in This Part

§ 3.05-1 Lette r o f designation.
A letter issued by an Officer in 

Charge, Marine Inspection, designating 
an uninspected vessel as an 
oceanographic research vessel.

§ 3.05-3 O ceanograph ic research  vesse l.
“An oceanographic research vessel is 

a vessel which the U.S. Coast Guard 
finds is employed exclusively in one or 
more of the following:

(a) oceanographic instruction;
(b) limnologic instruction;

(c) oceanographic research; or,
(d) limnologic research.”

Subpart 3.10— Designation

§ 3.10-1 P rocedu res fo r designating 
oceanograph ic research  vesse ls .

(a) Upon written request by the 
owner, master, or agent of a vessel, a 
determination will be made by the 
Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, of 
the zone in which the vessel is located, 
whether the vessel may be designated 
as an oceanographic research vessel 
under the provisions of 46 U.S.C. 441.

(b) The request should contain 
sufficient information to allow the 
Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, to 
make this determination. At a minimum, 
the following items must be submitted:

(1) A detailed description of the 
vessel, including its identification 
number, owner and charterer.

(2) A specific operating plan stating 
precisely the intended use of the vessel.

(3) Any additional information as may 
be requested by the Officer in Charge, 
Marine Inspection.

(c) If designation is granted, it shall be 
indicated as follows:

(1) For inspected vessels—indicated 
on the certificate of inspection, valid for 
its duration.

(2) For uninspected vessels—indicated 
by a letter of designation, which shall be 
maintained on board the vessel and 
remain in effect for two years from date 
of issuance.

(d) All designations shall remain valid 
for the period specified on the 
applicable document, provided all 
operating conditions remain unchanged 
from the date of designation.

(e) In the event of a change in 
operating conditions, the owner, master, 
or agent of the vessel shall advise the 
Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection 
who issued the designation. After 
reviewing the pertinent information 
concerning the operational changes, the 
Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection, 
shall determine if the vessel is still 
eligible to retain its designation as an 
oceanographic research vessel.

§ 3.10-5 Renew al o f designation.
At least 60 days prior to the expiration 

date of the letter of designation or 
certificate of inspection, a request for 
renewal must be submitted in the same 
manner as described in 3.10-1. However, 
if  the request for renewal is submitted to 
the Officer in Charge, Marine 
Inspection, who made the initial V  
determination and all operating 
conditions remain unchanged, the 
information required by § 3.10-1 (b) need 
not be resubmitted with the request.
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SUBCHAPTER B — M ERCH ANT M ARINE 
OFFICERS AND  SEAM EN

PART 14— SHIPMENT AND 
DISCHARGE OF SEAMEN

2. By adding a new subpart 14.20 to 
read as follows:
Subpart 14.20— Specia l p rov is ion s fo r 
oceanographic research  vesse ls

Sec.
§ 14.20-1 General.
§ 14.20-5 Procedures.
§ 14.20-10 Exemptions.
§ 14.20-15 Reports required.

Authority: 46 U.S.C. 445, 49 U.S.C. 1655(b), 
49 CFR 1.46(b).

Subpart 14.20— Special Provisions for 
Oceanographic Research Vessels

§ 14.20-1 Genera l.
Unless otherwise provided in this 

subpart, the provisions of Title 53 of the 
Revised Statutes governing the 
employment of merchant seamen, and 
any acts amending or supplementing it, 
remain applicable to oceanographic 
research vessels.

§ 14.20-5 Procedures.
(a) Oceanographic research vessels, 

designated in accordance with § 3.10-1 
of this Title may be exempted from 
certain provisions of Title 53 of the 
Revised 'Statutes governing the 
employment of merchant seamen upon 
written request by the master, owner or 
agent of the vessel to the Officer in 
Charge, Marine Inspection, in whose 
zone the vessel is located.

(b) The request should contain:
(1) A list of the exemptions set forth in 

§ 14.20-10(b) which the applicant wishes 
to invoke.

(2) An outline of business practices 
relating to the shipment, discharge, 
payment, and outfitting of personnel 
that would justify the granting of those 
exemptions.

(c) The Officer in Charge, Marine 
Inspection, shall forward the exemption 
request, along with a recommendation, 
to the Commandant, who will determine 
whether it shall be granted. Any 
exemptions granted shall be indicated 
by letter issued by the Officer in Charge, 
Marine Inspection. The letter shall be 
maintained on board the vessel.

(d) In the event of a change in 
operating conditions, the owner, master, 
or agent of the vessel shall advise the 
local Officer in Charge, Marine 
Inspection. The Officer in Charge,
Marine Inspection, shall forward 
pertinent information concerning the 
operational changes, along with a 
recommendation, to the Commandant, 
who shall determine if the vessel is still 
eligible to retain its exemptions.

' #
§ 14.20-10 Exem ptions.

(a) Certain requirements contained in 
Title 53 of the Revised Statutes are not 
relevant to the employment of seamen 
on oceanographic research vessels. 
These requirements are those concerned 
with the shipment and discharge of 
seamen, pay and allotment, and the 
furnishing of adequate clothing. Section 
445 of Title 46, United States Code 
provides the authority for exempting 
oceanographic research vessels from 
certain provisions of Title 53, upon such 
terms and conditions as may be deemed 
necessary. The exemptions listed in this 
subpart are subject to the terms and 
conditions that are specified below: *

(1) The use of any exemption does not 
in any manner relieve the owner, 
charterer or master of other statutory 
responsibilities for the protection of 
seamen.

(2) The master agrees to receive, 
consider, and accord appropriate action 
to the legitimate complaint of any 
seaman which is presented in a 
reasonable manner and at a reasonable 
time.

(3) If an exemption is contingent upon 
the use of alternate procedures, the crew 
shall be informed of the alternate 
procedures.

(4) If an exemption is contingent upon 
the use of alternate procedures, it may 
be terminated if the alternate 
procedures are not followed.

(b) Exemptions from the following 
provisions of Title 53 may be made for 
oceanographic research vessels that 
have marine crews employed by a firm, 
association, corporation, educational or 
research institution, or governmental 
body or agency, which operates such 
vessels as a normal part of its 
educational or oceanographic activities. 
Employment on these vessels must be of 
a permanent nature, rather than for a 
particular voyage or voyages, and must 
be subject to the same practices, 
including method of payment, tenure 
and employee benefits, as generally 
applied to other employees of the 
employer.

(1) 46 U.S.C. 564 Shipping Articles.
(2) 46 U.S.C. 565 Rules for Shipping 

Articles.
— (3) 46 U.S.C. 570 Shipping Seamen in 
Foreign Ports.

(4) 46 U.S.C. 574 Shipping Articles for 
Vessels in the Coasting Trade.

(5) 46 U.S.C. 575 Penalty for Shipping 
without Articles.

(6) 46 U.S.C. 576 Penalty for Omitting 
to Begin Voyage.

(7) 46 U.S.C. 577 Posting Copies of 
Agreement.

(8) 46 U.S.C. 596 Time for Payment. 
(Provided the owner or charterer of the 
vessel, in the use of a pay system,

follows a normal and generally accepted 
business or governmental practice.)

(9) 46 U.S.C. 59-7 Payment at Ports.
(10) 46 U.S.C. 599 Advance and 

allotments.
(11) 46 U.S.C. 641 Mode.
(12) 46 U.S.C. 642 Accounting as to 

wages.
(13) 46 U.S.C. 643(d) Entry in 

continuous discharge book and 
certificate of identification—Entries.

(14) 46 U .S.d  643(e) Certificate of 
Discharge; issuance; form and contents. 
(Provided that upon request, a seaman 
shall be furnished a certified record of 
his or her sea service by the owner, 
charterer or master of the vessel.)

(15) 46 U.S.C. 643(1) Report by master 
of employment or discharge of seaman 
not shipped or discharged before Coast 
Guard official. (Provided the master 
submits a report under § 14.20-15.)

(16) 46 U.S.C. 644 Rules for settlement.
(17) 46 U.S.C. 669 Clothing and heat. 

(May be exempted with respect to 
clothing. However, the master of the 
vessel shall ensure that each seaman is 
adequately outfitted for the voyage, 
particularly those seamen whose duties 
require them to be exposed to inclement 
weather.)

(18) 46 U.S.C. 670 Slop chests. 
(Provided the master of the vessel 
determines that each seaman is 
adequately outfitted and has sufficient 
personal supplies for the voyage.)

(19) 46 U.S.C. 682 Wages on discharge. 
(Provided that the owner, charterer or 
master of the vessel, in the use of a pay 
system, follows a normal and generally 
accepted business or governmental 
practice.)

§ 14.20-15 R epo rts required.
(a) The master of every oceanographic 

research vessel of 100 gross tons or 
more required to execute a shipping - 
agreement shall submit a completed 
“Master’s Report of Seamen Shipped or 
Discharged” (form CG-735T) reporting 
the employment, discharge, or 
termination of services òf every seaman 
serving in the crew at least every six 
months. These reports will provide for 
orderly central record keeping by the 
Coast Guard of sea service and other 
matters for seamen attached to 
oceanographic research vessels.

(b) At the option of the master, a copy 
of the vessel’s shipping articles, if 
utilized, may be submitted to the 
Commandant in lieu of Form CG-735T.

(c) Every discharge entry made on a 
Form CG-735T or shipping articles must 
agree exactly with the corresponding 
entry made in a continuous discharge 
book or on a certificate of discharge, or
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other proof of sea service furnished a 
seaman.

(d) Copies of records or reports that 
are required to be furnished to the Coast 
Guard shall be mailed or delivered to 
the Commandant (G-MVP-l/12), U.S. 
Coast Guard, Washington, D.C. 20593.
SU BCH APTER  C — UNINSPECTED  V ESSELS  

PART 24— GENERAL PROVISIONS

3. By revising § 24.10-20 to read as 
follows:

§ 24.10-20 O ceanograph ic research 
vesse l.

“An oceanographic research vessel is 
a vessel which the U.S. Coast Guard 
finds is employed exclusively in one or 
more of the following:

(a) oceanographic instruction;
(b) limnologic instruction;
(c) oceanographic research; or
(d) limnologic research.”

SU BCH A PTER  U— O CEANO G RAPH IC  
V ESSELS

PART 188— GENERAL PROVISIONS

PART 189— INSPECTION AND 
CERTIFICATION

4. By revising § 188.01-1 to read as 
follows:

§ 188.01-1 Purpose  o f regulations.
The purpose of the regulations in this

subchapter is to set forth uniform 
minimum requirements for 
oceanographic research vessels 
designated in accordance with § 3.10-1 
of this Title and subject to Coast Guard 
inspection requirements. The 
requirements in this subchapter are 
prescribed in accordance with the intent 
of Title 52 of the Revised Statutes and 
acts amendatory thereof or 
supplementary thereto which govern 
inspection and certification of vessels, 
and provide for oceanographic research 
vessel exemptions from specific 
statutory requirements when they are 
found “* * * not necessary in the 
pdlformance of the mission of the 
vessel, * * *”. In addition, they specify 
the terms and conditions applicable to 
such vessels as authorized by section 
445 of Title 46, United States Code (Pub. 
L. 89-99). The regulations are necessary 
to carry out the provisions of applicable 
laws governing inspection and 
certification of oceanographic research 
vessels and have the force of law.

5. By revising § 188.10-49 to read as 
follows:

§ 188.10-49 Num bered vesse l.
This term means a vessel which is 

numbered under the provisions of the 
Federal Boat Safety Act of 1971 as 
amended (46 U'.S.C. 1466).

6. By revising § 188.10-53 to read as 
follows:

§ 188.10-53 O ceanograph ic research 
vesse l.

“An oceanographic research vessel is 
a vessel which the U.S. Coast Guard 
finds is employed exclusively in one or 
more of the following:

(a) oceanographic instruction;
(b) limnologic instruction;
(c) oceanographic research; or
(d) limnologic research.”

§§ 188.01-3,188.01-10,188.05-1,188.05-2,
188.05- 3,188.05-5,188.05-33,188.10-53,
188.10- 67 ,188.10-71,188.10-77,189.60-1, 
189.60-45 [Am ended]

7. By replacing the phrase 
“oceanographic vessel” with the phrase 
“oceanographic research vessel” in the 
title of Subchapter U, column 7 of Table
188.05- l(a), the heading of §§ 188.05-2 
and 188.10-53, and the body of
§§ 188.01-3(a), 188.01-10,188.05-2(a) & 
(b), 188.05-3(b) & (c), 188.05-5,188.05- 
33(a), 188.10-53,188.10-67,188.10-71,
188.10- 77,189.60-1(a) & (b), and 189.60- 
45(a).
(46 U.S.C. 441-445, 49 U.S.C. 1655(b), 49 CFR 
1.46(b))

Dated: November 4,1981.
R. H. Scarborough,
Vice Admiral, Coast Guard, Acting 
Commandant.

,  *
(FR Doc. 81-32787 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to" the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making prior to the adoption of the final 
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 1
[Docket No. 16617; Notice No. 77-4]

Definition of Major Regulatory Action 
With Energy Impact
AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Withdrawal of notice of 
proposed rulemaking.

s u m m a r y : This notice withdraws Notice 
77-4 which was published in the Federal 
Register on March 31,1977 (43 FR 
17135). That notice proposed to amend 
Part 1 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations to define a “major 
regulatory action” with respect to 
energy impact pursuant to section 382(b) 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act. The notice is being withdrawn 
because the FAA has determined that a 
regulatory definition is not required by 
the Act, and that the intent of the Act 
can best be carried out through internal 
agency directives.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Cindy Zook, Economist, Energy 
Division, AEE-200, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence Ave., 
SW., Washington, DC 20591; Telephone: 
(202) 426-8724.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background of the Proposal
Section 382(b) of the Energy Policy 

and Conservation Act (EPCA) (Pub. L. 
94-163; 89 Stat. 939) provides that the 
FAA, among other agencies, shall 
include in any major regulatory action 
taken a statement of the probable 
impact of such major regulatory action 
on energy efficiency and energy 
conservation. Section 382(c), however, 
provides that subsection (b) shall not 
apply to any authority exercised under 
any provision of law designed to protect 
the public health or safety.

The EPCA does not define the term 
“major regulatory action” and

specifically confers the responsibility of 
defining it upon each of the affected 
agencies. Accordingly, the FAA 
promulgated a proposed definition in a 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register on 
March 31,1977 (42 FR 17135).

The Federal Energy Administration 
(FEA) submitted detailed comments in 
response to the NPRM. The FEA 
suggested that the FAA develop a more 
comprehensive energy conservation 
policy than was described by the 
proposed regulatory definition. Partly in 
response to FEA’s comments, the FAA 
issued FAA Order 1053.1, Energy 
Planning and Conservation [Decem ber 
11,1980). That internal directive 
established a comprehensive and 
unified agency approach to energy 
issues and actions.

Included in FAA Order 1053.1 is a 
definition of a “major regulatory action” 
for purposes of the EPCA. The definition 
of “major regulatory action” proposed in 
Notice 77-4 included several subjective 
criteria against which the action would 
have been assessed to determine if the 
action was “significant” in terms of its 
impact on energy. This definition was 
put aside in favor of a quantitative 
measure which provides a more 
objective determination of a threshold 
level of significance. Accordingly, 
paragraph 103 of FAA Order 1053.1 
defines a “major regulatory action” for 
purposes of the EPCA as a regulatory 
action which, if implemented, would 
result in a probable net increase in 
energy consumption greater than 136 
billion BTU per day (25,000 barrels or 
1,050,000 gallons of jet fuel or 39.8 
million KWH). Order 1053.1 goes on to 
outline what is required in a Statement 
of Energy Impact (SEI).

Order 1053.1 also contains a 
requirement that an “energy 
assessment” be conducted and made an 
integral part of the planning and 
implementation of those agency actions 
which impact the use of energy by the 
FAA, by recipients of FAA administered 
grants, and by operators of aircraft and 
users of the National Airspace System. 
This requirement for energy assessment 
is much broader than the SEIs and 
ensures that energy is considered in 
those agency actions impacting energy 
whether major or not. The FAA has, 
therefore, determined that FAA Order 
1053.1 fulfills the FAA’s responsibilities 
under the EPCA. Further rulemaking to

define “major regulatory action” is not 
required. A copy of FAA Order 1053.1 is 
available for review in the public 
docket. Further copies may be obtained 
by contacting the person listed above 
under the caption “FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT.”

The Decision and Withdrawal
Accordingly, I conclude that the FAA 

should not proceed with rulemaking 
based on the proposal contained in the 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking now 
pending. Therefore, Notice No. 77-4 (42 
FR 17135; March 31,1977) is withdrawn. 
This action does not preclude the FAA 
from considering similar proposals in 
the future or commit it to any further or 
future course of action on this subject 
matter.
(Sec. 382, Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act (49 U.S.C. 6362))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
notice of withdrawal involves a rulemaking 
action which: (l)'Is not a “major rule” under 
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a 
“significant rule" under Department of 
Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26,1979);
(3) will not have a significant enocomic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. Because the action merely 
withdraws a proposal which has been 
rendered unnecessary by existing agency 
policies, the anticipated impact does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation.

Issued in Washington, DC, on October 28, 
1981.
J. E. Wesler,
Director o f Environment and Energy.
[FR Doc. 81-32771 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 81-NW-76-AD]

Airworthiness Directive; Boeing 747 
Series Airplanes
AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM).

s u m m a r y : This notice proposes a new 
Airworthiness Directive which would 
require modifications in the area above 
the wing wheel well on certain Boeing 
747 airplanes. This action is necessary 
to prevent accumulated water in the
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wing center section dripping onto 
portions of the aileron control system 
and then freezing thus resulting in 
reduced aileron control capability. 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before December 31,1981.
Compliance schedule as prescribed in 
the body of the AD.
ADDRESSES: Federal Aviation 
Administration, Northwest Mountain 
Region, 9010 East Marginal Way South, 
Seattle, Washington 98108. The 
applicable service bulletins may be 
obtained from the Boeing Commercial 
Airplane Company, P.O. Box 3707, 
Seattle, Washington 98124.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stan Wood, ANM-120S, FAA Northwest 
Mountain Region, 9010 East Marginal 
Way South, Seattle, Washington 98108. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to 

participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket or 
notice number and be submitted in 
duplicate to the address specified 
above. All communications received on 
or before the closing date for comments 
specified above will be considered by 
the Administrator before taking action 
on the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. A 
report summarizing each FAA-public 
contact concerned with the substance of 
this proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket.

Availability of NPRMs
Any persons may obtain a copy of this 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Attention: Airworthiness Rules 
Docket No. 80-NW-55-AD, 9010 East 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington 98108.

Discussion
There have been numerous 

occurrences of binding in the aileron 
control system. The cause of the binding 
is the accumulation of ice on the aileron 
control system in the wing gear wheel 
well area. This ice is caused by water 
that has accumulated in the wing center 
section dripping through the pressure 
seals where the aileron cables or speed

brake cables pass through the pressure 
bulkhead, or by the water drain valve 
leaking onto the aileron control system 
and freezing. This ice on the aileron 
control system has resulted in reduced 
aileron control capability.

Boeing has issued Service Bulletin 
Numbers 27-2065, 27-2095, and 27-2161 
which raise the level of the pressure 
seals above any possible water 
accumulation in the wing center section 
and Service Letter No. 747-SL-27-39 
which reduces the possibility of drain 
leakage. These design improvements 
prevent water from draining onto the 
aileron control system. Later production 
aircraft have an equivalent change 
incorporated during manufacture. This 
proposed AD would require the 
incorporation of these modifications on 
certain Boeing 747 series aircraft within 
1500 hours time-in-service after the 
effective date of the AD.

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop in other airplanes of the 
same type design, the proposed AD 
would require inspections and 
modification on certain Boeing 747 
series airplanes. Each numbered 
paragraph of this proposed AD lists the 
service bulletin which identifies the 
serial numbers of the airplanes affected 
by that paragraph and the related 
corrective action.

It is estimated that 122 airplanes will 
be affected by this AD, that it will take 
approximately 43 man hours per 
airplane to accomplish the required 
actions and that the average labor cost 
will be $35 per man hour. Repair parts 
are estimated at $535 per airplane. 
Based on these figures, the total cost 
impact of the AD is estimated to be 
$237,912. For these reasons, the 
proposed rule is not considered to be a 
major rule under the criteria of 
Executive Order 12291.

The Proposed Amendment
Accordingly, the Federal Aviation 

Administration proposes to amend 
Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) by 
adding the following new Airworthiness 
Directive:
Boeing: Applies to certain Model 747 series 

aircraft certificated in all categories.
Within the next 1,500 hours time-in-service 

after the effective date of this AD, unless 
previously accomplished, modify the affected 
aircraft in accordance with the following 
service bulletins and service letter or later 
FAA approved revision.

1. Applies to aircraft listed in Boeing 747 
Service Bulletin 27-2065 dated February 22, 
1971. To prevent icing of the aileron control 
cables in the right wing gear wheel well, 
modify the aircraft in accordance with the 
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing 747

Service Bulletin 27-2065 dated February 22, 
1971.

2. Applies to aircraft listed in Boeing 747 
Service Bulletin 27-2095, dated June 5,1972. 
To prevent icing of the aileron control cables 
in the left wing gear wheel well, modify the 
aircraft in accordance with the 
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing 747 
Service Bulletin 27-2095 dated June 5,1972.

3. Applies to aircraft listed in Boeing 747 
Service Bulletin 27-2161, dated March 4,1977. 
To prevent icing of the aileron control cables 
in the left wing gear wheel well, modify the 
aircraft in accordance with the 
Accomplishment Instructions of Boeing 747 
Service Bulletin 27-2161, dated March 4,1977.

4. Applies to aircraft listed in Boeing 747 
Service Letter 747-SL-27-39, dated November 
12,1979. To prevent icing of the aileron 
control cables in the left wing gear wheel 
well modify the aircraft by installation of an 
MS28778-8 “O” ring or replace the knurled 
nut with an AN818L-10 nut in accordance 
with Boeing 747 Service Letter 747-SL-27-39, 
dated November 12,1979.

5. Alternate means of compliance with the 
AD which provide an equivalent level of 
safety may be used when approved by the 
Chief, Seattle Area Aircraft Certification 
Office, FAA Northwest Mountain Region.

The manufaturer’s specifications and 
procedures identified and described in this 
directive are incorporated herein and made a 
part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1).
(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended, (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.85)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation involves a regulation 
which is not considered to be major under 
Executive Order 12291 or significant under 
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26,1979), and will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities under 
the criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 
since it involves few, if any, such entities. A 
draft evaluation has been prepared for this 
proposed regulation and has been placed in 
the docket. A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the person identified under the 
captaion “FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT.”

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on 
November 6,1981.
Charles R. Foster,
Director, Northwest Mountain Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32870 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 81-NW-73-AD]

Airworthiness Directive; Boeing Model 
747 Series Airplanes
a g e n c y : Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.
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SUMMARY: This document proposes a 
new Airworthiness Directive (AD) 
which would require a change to the 
rigging of the slide inflation system 
firing mechanism on certain Boeing 
Model 747 series airplanes equipped 
with fairing mounted (offwing) escape 
slides. The proposed AD is prompted by 
a report of an inservice failure of the 
slide to inflate when deployed with the 
flaps in the zero or five unit position. 
This action is necessary to ensure 
proper functioning of the escape slide in 
the event of an emergency evacuation. 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before December 16,1981.
ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
bulletins may be obtained upon request 
from the Boeing Commercial Airplane 
Company, P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, 
Washington 98124. This information also 
may be examined at Federal Aviation 
Administration, Northwest Mountain 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 
9010 East Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington 98108.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Don Gonder, Airframe Branch, 
ANM-120S, Seattle Area Aircraft 
Certification Office, FAA Northwest 
Mountain Region, 9010 East Marginal 
Way South, Seattle, Washington 98108, 
telephone (206) 767-2516. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to 

participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communication^ 
should identify the regulatory docket or 
notice number and be submitted in 
duplicate to the address specified 
above. All communications received on 
or before the closing date for comments 
will be considered by the Administrator 
before taking action on the proposed 
rule. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in light of 
comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA-public contact 
concerned with the substance of the 
proposed AD, will be filed in the Rules 
Docket.

Availability of NPRM
Any person may obtain a copy of this 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Attention: Airworthiness Rules 
Docket No. 81-NW-73-AD, 9010 East

Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington 98108.
Discussion

It has been reported that during a 
recent emergency evacuation involving 
a B-747, the number 3L offwing slide 
was deployed but did not inflate. Later 
investigation revealed that the offwing 
slide would deploy but not inflate with 
the trailing edge flaps in the full up 
position. Further tests at Boeing 
confirmed that the slide may not inflate 
due to interference between the offwing 
fairing door and the trailing edge wing 
panel and flaps when the flaps are in 
either the zero or five unit position. In 6 
of 9 deployment attempts at zero flaps 
the slide failed to inflate. This is the 
result of the incorporation of Service 
Bulletin 747-57-2073 which changed the 
trailing edge flap rigging. Boeing has 
issued Alert Service Bulletin No. 747- 
25A2581 by which the inflation system 
firing cable may be re-rigged to ensure 
the inflation of the slide. Failure of the 
slide to properly inflate could have an 
adverse effect on the emergency 
evacuation of the airplane. Since this 
condition is likely to exist or develop on 
other airplanes of the same type design, 
the proposed AD would require re
rigging of the fairing mounted (offwing) 
escape slide tiring mechanism in 
accordance with Service Bulletin 747- 
25A2581 on Boeing Model 747 series 
airplanes which are equipped with these 
slides and have Service Bulletin 747-57- 
2073 or the production equivalent 
incorporated.

Approximately 133 airplanes of U.S. 
registry will be affected by this AD. It is 
estimated that it will take approximately 
12 man hours per airplane to accomplish 
the required modifications that the 
average labor cost will be $35 per man 
hour. Based on these figures the total 
cost impact of this AD is estimated to be 
$55,860.

The Proposed Amendment
Accordingly, the Federal Aviation 

Administration proposes to amend 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) by adding the 
following new Airworthiness Directive:
Boeing: Applies to Model 747 series

airplanes, line numbers 147,149,154  
through 535 and those airplanes modified 
in accordance with Boeing Service 
Bulletin No. 747-57-2073 or equivalent 
certificated in all categories. Compliance 
is required within the next 1200 hours 
time-in-service after the effective date of 
this AD unless already accomplished.

To ensure the proper deployment and 
inflation of the fairing mounted (offwing) 
slides accomplish the following:

A. Rig the fairing mounted (offwing) escape 
slide inflation firing mechanism in

accordance with Boeing Alert Service 
Bulletin No. 747-25A2581, dated September 
25,1981, or later FAA approved revisions.

B. Aircraft may be ferried to a maintenance 
base for repair in accordance with FAR 
21.197 and 21.199.

C. Alternate means of compliance or other 
actions which provide an equivalent level of 
safety may be used when approved by the 
Chief, Seattle Area Aircraft Certification 
Office, FAA Northwest Mountain Region.

Note.—Operators, unable to determine the 
configuration of their airplanes (i.e. 
modification in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin No. 747-57-2073 or its 
equivalent) should determine the angle of 
rotation of the offwing slide fairing door from 
the closed position to the open position. If 
this angle is not approximately 180 degrees 
compliance with paragraph A of this AD is 
required.

The manufacturer’s specification and 
procedures identified and described in this 
directive are incorporated herein and made a 
part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a)(1).

All persons affected by this directive who 
have not already received these documents 
from the manufacturer, may obtain copies 
upon request to Boeing Commercial Airplane 
Company, P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington 
98124. These documents may also be 
examined at FAA Northwest Mountain 
Region, 9010 East Marginal Way South, 
Seattle, Washington 98108.
(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 USC 1354(a), 
1421,1423); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 USC 1655(c)); and 14 
CFR 11.85)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
proposed regulation involves a regulation 
which is not considered to be major under 
Executive Order 12291 or significant under 
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
F R 11034; February 26,1979) and will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities under 
the criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
since it involves few, if any, small entities. A 
draft evaluation has been prepared for this 
proposed regulation and has been placed in 
the docket. A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the person identified under the 
caption “For Further Information Contact.”

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on 
November 6,1981.
Charles R. Foster,
Director, Northwest Mountain Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32868 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 4910-13-M

Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 117 

[CGD 81-054]

Drawbridge Operation Regulations; 
Saginaw River, Michigan

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT. 
a c t i o n : Proposed rule.
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SUMMARY: At the request of the Grand 
Trunk Western Railroad Company, the 
Coast Guard is considering changing the 
regulations of the Grand Trunk Western 
Railroad bridge across the Saginaw 
River, mile 19.15, to allow the draw to be 
closed to the passage of vessels. 
However, the draw shall be returned to 
an operable condition within six months 
after notification from the Commandant, 
U.S. Coast Guard, to take such action. 
The draw is currently required to open if 
at least 3 hours advance notice has been 
given. This change is fieing considered 
because there has been only one request 
for an opening in the past 10 years. 
d a t e : Comments must be received on or 
before December 16,1981.
ADDRESS: Comments should be 
submitted to and are available for 
examination during normal business 
hours at the office of the 
Commander(obr), Ninth Coast Guard 
District, 1240 East Ninth Street, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44199.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert W. Bloom, Jr., Chief, Bridge 
Branch United States Coast Guard, 1240 
East Ninth Street, Cleveland, Ohio 
44199.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:
Interested persons are invited to 
participate in this proposed rule making 
by submitting written views, comments, 
data or arguments. Persons submitting 
comments should include their name 
and address, identify the bridge, and 
give reasons for concurrence with or any 
recommended change in this proposal. 
Persons desiring acknowledgement that 
their comment has been received should 
enclose a stamped self-addressed 
postcard or envelope.

The Commander, Ninth Coast Guard 
District, will evaluate all 
communications received and determine 
a course of final action on this proposal. 
The proposed regulations may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received.
Drafting Instructions

The principal persons involved in 
drafting this proposal are: Robert W. 
Bloom, Jr., Chief, Bridge Branch, Ninth 
Coast Guard District, and Project 
Attorney, Lt. M. E. Reeves, Assistant 
Legal Officer, Ninth Coast Guard 
District.
Discussion of Proposed Regulations

This requested change is being 
proposed because there has been only 
one request in the last 10 years to open 
the bridge for the passage of watercraft. 
This opening, in 1976, was for a 
Bicentennial exhibition mounted on a 
small oil drum barge.
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Under present regulations the draw is 
required to open if at least 3 hours 
notice is given. This proposal only 
relieves the owner of the responsibility 
to maintain this bridge as a moveable 
structure. The draw of this bridge would 
be required to open within six months 
after notification from the Commandant, 
U.S. Coast Guard, if river traffic so 
warranted.

The proposed regulations have been 
reviewed under the provisions of 
Executive Order 12291 and have been 
determined not to be a major rule. In 
addition, these proposed regulations are 
considered to be nonsignificant in 
accordance with guidelines set out in 
the Policies and Procedures for 
Simplification, Analysis, and Review of 
Regulations (DOT Order 2100.5 of 5-22- 
80). An economic evaluation has not 
been conducted since its impact is 
expected to be minimal.

In accordance with section 605(b) of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (94 Stat. 
1164), it is also certified that these rules, 
if promulgated, will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
Since there is no commercial vessel 
traffic using this portion of the Saginaw 
River to transport commercial goods, 
small entities in the area should not be 
economically impacted.

PART 117-DRAWBRIDGE OPERATION 
REGULATIONS

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed that Part 117 of Title 33 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations be 
amended in § 117.700 by revising (j)(2) 
and adding (j)(4) to read as follows:

§ 117.700 Sag inaw  R iver, Mich.; bridges. 
* * * * *

( ] ) * * *
(2) The draws of all bridges between 

the Sixth Avenue bridge and Grand 
Trunk Western Railroad bridge shall 
open on signal if at least 3 hours 
advance notice has been given.

' * * * * *
(4) The Grand Trunk Western 

Railroad bridge, mile 19.15, need not 
open for the passage of vessels. 
However, the draw shall be returned to 
an operable condition within six months 
after notification from the Commandant, 
U.S. Coast Guard, to take such action.
(33 U.S.C. 499, U.S.C. 1655(g)(2); 49 CFR 
1.46(c)(5), 33 CFR 1.05-l(g)(3))

Dated: November 2,1981.
Henry H. Bell,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
Ninth Coast Guard District.
[FR Doc. 81-32789 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 4910-14-M

1981 / Proposed Rules

33 CFR Part 117 

[CGD2 81-01]

Drawbridge Operation Regulations; 
Muskingum River, Ohio
a g e n c y : Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: At the request of the owner, 
the Coast Guard is considering changing 
the regulations governing the 
Consolidated Railroad (ConRail) 
Drawbridge over the Zanesville Canal at 
Mile 77.06, Muskingum River. The 
proposal will require advance notice for 
opening the draw. The effect of the 
action is to relieve the bridge owner 
from having a person constantly 
available to open the draw while 
providing for the reasonable needs of 
navigation.
DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before December 16,1981.
ADDRESS: Comments should be 
submitted to and are available for 
examination from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, at the office of 
the Gommander(obr), Second Coast 
Guard District, 1430 Olive Street, St. 
Louis, Missouri 63103.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
S. W. Thoroughman, Chief, Bridge 
Branch, Room 400,1430 Olive Street, St. 
Louis, MO 63103 (314-425-4607). 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments: Interested persons are 
invited to participate in this proposed 
rulemaking by submitting written views, 
comments, data or arguments. Persons 
submitting comments should include 
their name and address, identify this 
Notice (CGD2 81-01) or the bridge, the 
specific section of the proposal to which 
their comments apply, and give reasons 
for concurrences with or any, 
recommended change in the proposal. 
Receipt of comments will be 
acknowledged if a stamped self- 
addressed postcard or envelope is 
enclosed.

The Commander, Second Coast Guard 
District, will evaluate all 
communications received before final 
action is taken on this proposal. The 
proposed regulations may be changed in 
the light of comments received. No 
public hearing is planned but one may 
be held if written requests for a hearing 
are received and it is determined that 
the opportunity to make oral 
presentations will aid the rulemaking 
process.
d r a f t i n g  in f o r m a t io n : The principal 
persons involved in drafting this 
proposal are: S. W. Thoroughman,
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Project Manager, and R. A. Knee, Project 
Attorney, Second Coast Guard District.

The ConRail Drawbridge spans the 
lower approach to the Zanesville Canal 
of the Muskingum River at Mile 77.06.
The Canal depth accommodates only 
shallow draft vessels. Almost all vessels 
that traverse the canal are able to pass 
under the draw without need for 
opening. The draw has been opened 
only twice in the past two years. In the 
light of these infrequent openings, to 
require the bridge owner to keep 
persons closely available to respond to 
requests for opening the draw is 
considered to be an unnecessary 
economic and operational burden. A test 
period was conducted from July 1,1981 
to September 1,1981. There were no 
objections or comments. These 
regulations have been reviewed under 
the provisions of Executive Order 12291 
and have been determined not to be 
major. These proposed regulations are 
considered to be nonsignificant in 
accordance with guidelines set out in 
the Policies and Procedures for 
Simplification, Analysis, and Review of 
Regulations (DOT Order 2100.5 of 5-22- 
80). An economic evaluation of the 
proposal has not been conducted since 
its impact is expected to be minimal. In 
accordance with section 605(b) of the 
Regulations Flexibility Act (94 Stat.
1164), it is certified that this proposed 
rule will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. As stated above, the bridge has 
been opened on an average of once per 
year. There are no known plans for 
development of the waterway capacity 
which would increase commercial usage 
or otherwise require additional 
openings.

Presently § 117.560(g)(5) of Title 33, 
Code of Federal Regulations is reserved. 
These proposed regulations will amend 
that section.

PART 117— DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION REGULATIONS

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed that Part 117 of Title 33 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations be 
amended by revising § 117.560(g)(5) to 
read as follows: >

§ 117.560 M iss iss ipp i R iver and its  
tributaries and outlets; b ridges w here 
constant attendance o f draw tenders is  not 
required.

■ * * * * *

(g) * * *
(5) Muskingum River, Ohio; ConRail 

Bridge across the Zanesville Canal.
(i) For openings Tuesday through 

Friday, notify ConRail office by 12:01 
p.m. on day preceding the day opening is 
required. For openings Saturday through

Monday, notify ConRail office by 12:01 
p.m. on Friday preceding the day 
opening is required.

(ii) In case of emergency, the draw 
shall be opened promptly upon 
notification. For this purpose the owner 
of or agency controlling the bridge shall 
provide arrangements whereby the draw 
tender can be readily reached by 
telephone or otherwise at any hour of 
the day or night

(iii) Upon receipt of such notice, the 
authorized representative of the owner 
of or agency controlling the bridge, in 
compliance therewith, shall arrange for 
the prompt opening of the draw, at the 
time specified in the notice for the 
passage of the vessel.

(ivj The owner of or agency 
controlling the bridge shall keep 
conspicuously posted on both the 
upstream and downstream sides of the' 
bridge, in such manner that it can be 
easily read at any time, a copy of the 
regulations in this section, together with 
a notice stating exactly how die draw 
tender may be reached in an emergency 
and how the authorized representative 
may be reached by telephone or 
otherwise.

(v) The operating machinery of the 
draw shall be maintained in a 
serviceable condition, and the draw 
shall be opened and closed at intervals 
frequent enough to make certain the 
machinery is in proper order for 
satisfactory operation.
(33 U.S.C. 499,49 U.S.C. 1655(g)(2); 49 CFR 
1.46(c)(5), 33 CFR 1.05-l(g)(3))

Dated: September 23,1981.
N. C. Venzke,
Rear Admiral, U S . Coast Guard, Commander, 
Second Coast Guard District.
[FR Doc. 81-32790 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUN G CO DE 4910-14-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service 

36 CFR Part 60

National Register of Historic Places 
a g e n c y : National Park Service, Interior. 
a c t i o n : Proposed rules.

s u m m a r y : These proposed rules 
incorporate certain revisions required 
by the National Historic Preservation 
Act Amendments of 1980, Pub. L. 96-515, 
(“Amendments”), and update and revise 
in other respects certain procedures for 
nominations to the National Register of 
Historic Places as set forth in 36 CFR 
Part 60. 36 CFR Part 1202 has been 
redesignated and transferred to 36 CFR 
Part 60 consistent with the transfer of

the National Register of Historic Places 
to the National Park Service in 
accordance with Secretarial Order 3060 
abolishing the Heritage Conservation 
and Recreation Service. 36 CFR Part 60, 
as amended, is published elsewhere in 
this same issue of the Federal Register 
as interim emergency regulations 
effective immediately to avoid a lengthy 
disruption in the State and Federal 
National Register nomination and listing 
processes. The National Park Service 
will be receiving comments on these 
proposed rules and the interim rules at 
the same time. They will be 
consolidated in the final regulations.

In these proposed rules National 
Register nomination and listing 
procedures are established to do the 
following:

(1) Provide a direct method of 
nominations to the Keeper from persons 
or local governments in States with no 
approved State Historic Preservation 
Program;

(2) Incorporate a new section 
concerning requests for nominations;

(3) Adopt a new appeals process for 
the listing of properties on die National 
Register,
DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before January 16,1982.
ADDRESS: Send comments to: Keeper of 
the National Register, National Park 
Service, United States Department of the 
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240 (202/ 
272-3504).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Carol D. Shull, Acting Keeper of the - 
National Register, (202-272-3504). 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposed rulemaking which included 
amendments to § § 60.11(c), 60.15(a)(1),
(a)(4) and (a)5 and b(3), 60.16(b)(2) and
(3) and 60.17 and the addition of § 60.18 
to 36 CFR Part 60 was published in the 
Federal Register for comment on August 
5,1980. On December 12,1980, the 
National Historic Preservation Act 
Amendments of 1980, Pub. L. 96-515, 
(“Amendments”) became law 
necessitating additional major revisions 
in the nomination and listing process.

Since the passage of these 
Amendments, the National Register 
nomination and listing process has been 
suspended for nominations which 
include privately owned properties until 
regulations could be written to comply 
with the requirement to allow owners of 
private property an opportunity to 
concur in or object to listing. The 
Amendments require the Secretary to 
promulgate new regulations which 
revise the National Register nomination 
and listing process in a number of other 
respects and to send any proposed
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regulations to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on 
Epergy and Natural Resources of the 
Senate prior to publication in the 
Federal Register for comment and to 
send final regulations to Congress prior 
to publication.

To avoid a lengthy hiatus in the 
nomination and listing process, the 
National Park Service (“NPS”) has 
determined to publish portions of these 
regulations as “interim emergency 
rules.” NPS will consult with those 
parties who comment on the interim and 
proposed regulations and will consider 
all comments prior to publishing final 
regulations. The portions of 36 CFR Part 
60 which are published for immediate 
interim effect are included elsewhere in 
this same issue of the Federal Register.

The Amendments require or authorize 
the Secretary to promulgate or revise 
regulations for the following:

(a) Establishing or revising criteria for 
properties to be included in the National 
Register in consultation with national 
historical and archeological 
associations;

(b) Nominating properties for 
inclusion in, and removal from, the 
National Register and considering the 
recommendations of properties by 
certified local governments;

(c) Considering appeals from such 
recommendations, nominations, 
removals, and designations (or any 
failure or refusal by a nominating 
authority to nominate or designate);

(d) Making determinations of 
eligibility of properties for inclusion in 
the National Register:

(e) Notifying the owner of a property, 
any appropriate local governments, and 
the general public, when the property is 
being considered for inclusion in the 
National Register;

(f) Including a State or Federal 
nomination in the National Register on 
the date forty-five days after receipt by 
the Secretary of the nomination and the 
necessary documentation, unless the 
Secretary disapproves such nomination 
within such forty-five day period or 
unless an appeal is filed;

(g) Accepting a nomination directly 
from any person or local government for 
inclusion of a property in the National 
Register if such property is located in a 
State where there is no approved State 
program and including that property in 
the National Register or making a 
determination of its eligibility within 90 
days of the nomination unless the 
nomination is appealed;

(h) Providing a method whereby any 
person or local government may appeal 
to the Secretary a nomination of any 
historic property for inclusion in the

National Register and may appeal to the 
Secretary the failure or refusal of a 
nominating authority to nominate a 
property;

(i) Requiring that before any private 
prqperty or district including private 
property may be included in the 
National Register, the owner or owners 
of such property, or a majority of the 
owners of the properties within the 
district in the case of an historic district, 
shall be given the opportunity (including 
a reasonable period of time) to concur 
in, or object to, the nomination of the 
property or district for such inclusion;

(j) Reviewing a nomination where the 
owners of private property or a majority 
of such owners with respect to a district 
object to listing to determine whether or 
not a property or district is eligible for 
inclusion in the National Register and 
informing the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation, the appropriate 
State Historic Preservation Officer, the 
appropriate chief elected local official 
and the owner or owners of such 
property, of such determination;

(k) Modifying the review process to 
allow the Keeper to approve a 
nomination without substantive review 
if the procedures for making 
nominations have been properly 
followed and the documentation is 
sufficient.

These proposed rules implement 
several of the above provisions, 
specifically (a) and (h) concerning 
appeals for listing (§ 60.6(m), 11 and 12), 
and (g) accepting a nomination directly 
from any person or local government if 
such property is located in a State 
where there is no approved State 
program (§ 60.8). The remainder are 
included in the interim emergency 
regulations with the exception of the 
provisions regarding certification of 
local governments. Proposed rules for 
participation in the National Register 
program by certified local governments 
will be published separately after 
requirements for certifying local 
governments are developed. Sections 
60.6(i) and 60.7 have been reserved for 
this purpose. These proposed rules also 
include several of the proposed 
amendments published in the Federal 
Register for comment August 5,1980.

A general description of the National 
Register program is set forth in the 
introduction to the interim emergency 
regulations published elsewhere in this 
edition of the Federal Register.

The information collection 
requirements contained in this part have 
been approved by the Office of 
Management and Budget under 44 U.S.C. 
3507 and assigned clearance number 
1024-0018. The information is being

collected as part of the noiamation of 
properties to the National Register. This 
information will be used to evaluate the 
eligibility of properties for inclusion in 
the National Register under established 
criteria. The obligation to respond is 
required to obtain a benefit.

Comments and response to comments 
on the August 5,1980 proposed 
amendments: The following summarizes 
the comments received from State 
Historic Preservation Officers, the 
National Trust for Historic Preservation 
and others and actions taken in these 
proposed rules on the August 5 proposed 
amendments.

General Comments. The comments of 
the National Conference of State 
Historic Preservation Officers expressed 
concern about the time periods in the 
regulations as being generally 
insufficient because of the exigencies of 
the daily operation of State programs as 
well as counteracting Federal and State 
regulations governing the program. In 
the new proposed regulations these time 
periods, in the appeals process in 
particular, have been significantly 
modified.

The National Conference of State 
Historic Preservation Officers and 
others also commented that the 
proposed amendments established a 
conflict between the orderly scheduling 
of nominations by State Historic 
Preservation Programs and the public’s 
demand for access to the program. The 
appeals process has been modified to 
give more consideration to State 
priorities.

Appeals for Nominations—(published 
as § 60.18 on August 5, now § § 60.11 and 
12).

Comments suggested that an initial 
request to a State that it nominate a 
property is not an appeal and that this 
section should be separate from the 
appeals process. This revision is 
included in these proposed amendments. 
Section 60.11 addresses requests for 
nominations and a new separate § 60.12 
is added for appeals. There was 
significant concern that the appeals 
process as proposed did not take into 
consideration State priorities and the 
expense involved in the notification 
process. The appeals process has been 
extensively revised to take into 
consideration these factors. One person 
recommended that appeals should be 
limited to the property owner or a 
recognized organization with particular 
interest in the property. The 
Amendments require that “any person 
or local government” be allowed to 
appeal a nomination or the failure or 
refusal of a nominating authority to 
nominate a property.
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One State felt that the requirements to 
respond to applicants were too difficult 
and that it was premature for the State 
Historic Preservation Officer to provide 
an applicant with an evaluation of a 
property in advance of State Review 
Board consideration. Since the State 
Historic Preservation Officer is the 
authority responsible for nominating 
properties to the National Register and 
because each State is required to have a 
professional staff to participate in the 
program, NPS considers that the State 
Historic Preservation Officer and staff 
are qualified to give and responsible for 
providing substantive opinions on 
whether or not properties meet National 
Register criteria for evaluation.

Others did not believe that an appeals 
process was necessary at all. Some were 
concerned that an increase in 
nominations for properties which were 
not significant would place an undue 
burden on already overworked State 
programs. The Amendments place a 
statutory requirement on the Secretary 
to establish an appeals process.

Several comments urged that the term 
“adequate documentation” required for 
nominations be defined. This term has 
been better defined in the definition 
section of the interim regulations.

The National Conference of State 
Historic Preservation Officers 
recommended that the 6 month time 
limit in which the State Historic 
Preservation Officer would be required 
to submit appealed nominations to the 
State Review Board be deleted and 
instead that the State Historic 
Preservation Officer schedule 
adequately documented nominations 
which appear to meet the National 
Register criteria for evaluation for 
presentation at the earliest possible 
State Review Board meeting taking into 
consideration the State’s priorities for 
nominations. This recommendation is 
included in these regulations. If the 
applicant is dissatisfied he may appeal 
to the National Park Service to 
recommended to the State Historic 
Preservation Officer that earlier 
consideration be given to the 
nomination. One comment stated that 
priorities notwithstanding, an 
adequately documented nomination 
should be presented to the Review 
Board. Other comments recommended 
that other persons than just those 
preparing and submitting a nomination 
should be able to stimulate further 
action, that anyone should be able to 
enter the appeals process at whatever 
step the nomination has reached in the 
review process and that the process 
should be retroactive. One comment 
recommended that only nominations

which the State Historic Preservation 
Officer and the State Review Board 
appealed should be submitted to the 
Federal level in the appeals process. The 
appeals process has been significantly 
revised in response to these comments 
but also as necessary to comply with the 
Amendments.

The revisions to the regulations in 
general are intended to make the 
nomination and listing procedures a 
more open and comprehensible process. 
To assure belter understanding by the 
public about the basis for decisions on 
listing of properties in the National 
Register, the National Park Service is 
instituting a new policy. When the 
Keeper determines that a nomination 
presents questions that cannot be 
resolved on the basis of precedent or 
experience, he or she will resolve the 
question in a written opinion. The 
written opinions of the Keeper will be 
published and will be available to the 
public in a consistent format. The 
purpose of the opinions of the Keeper 
will be to resolve the question at hand 
and to serve as guidance for subsequent 
applications of the National Register 
criteria for evaluation and procedures.

Authority: This rulemaking is developed 
under the authority of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, 16 
U.S.C. 470 et seq., and the Executive Order 
11593.

The Department of the Interior has 
determined that this document is not a 
major rule under Executive Order 12291 
and does not have a significant 
economic effect on a substantial number 
of small entities in accordance with the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980, (Pub. 
L. 96-354). These proposed revisions are 
procedural, not substantive. They tell 
the public how to nominate properties to 
the National Register and since they are 
procedural only they have no economic 
effect on small entities.

Environmental Impact Statement

This regulation does not significantly 
impact the environment. Because the 
amendments have to do with procedural 
aspects of the National Register program 
and have no impact upon the 
environment, an environmental impact 
statement is not required.

The originator of these procedures is 
Carol Shull of the Division of the 
National Register of Historic Places 
(202/272-3504).

Dated: September 18,1981.
Ira J. Hutchison,
Acting Director, National Park Service.
(National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, 
as amended, 16 U.S.C. 470 Pub. L. 89-665, 80 
Stat. 1915-1919, Executive Order 11593)

PART 60— NATIONAL REGISTER OF 
HISTORIC PLACES

Accordingly, it is proposed to amend 
36 CFR Part 60 by adding §§ 60.6(m),
60.8, 60.9,60.11, and 60.12 to read as 
follows:

§ 60.6 Nom inations by S tate  h is to r ic  
p reservation  o ff ic e rs  in S ta tes w ith 
approved State  h is to r ic  preservation  
program s.
*  *  *  *  *

(m) The State Historic Preservation 
Officer shall also submit to the Keeper 
nominations if so requested under the 
appeals process in § 60.12.

§ 60.8 Nom inations by  pe rson s o r lo ca l 
governm ents in S tates w ithout approved 
S tate  H isto ric  P reserva tion  Program s.

(a) Any person or local government 
may submit a nomination if such 
property is located in a State without an 
approved State Historic Preservation 
Program.

(b) Nomination forms shall be 
prepared by an individual(s) who has 
the professional qualifications 
established in 36 CFR 61.5 necessary to 
document and evaluate the property.
The nomination form and accompanying 
maps and photographs shall be 
adequately documented and technically 
and professionally correct and sufficient 
in accord with National Park Service 
requirements. For nominations in 
political jurisdictions with local 
historical commissions, the person or 
local government should submit with the 
nomination, if possible, the written 
opinion of the local historical 
commission concerning whether or not 
the property meets the National Register 
criteria for evaluation. The nomination 
shall be submitted with a list, obtained 
within 90 days prior to the nomination, 
of all the names and addresses of 
owners of the property being nominated 
and of the chief elected local officials of 
the county (or equivalent governmental 
unit) and municipal political jurisdiction 
in which the property is located. 
Requirements for obtaining lists of 
owners and chief elected local officials 
are found in § 60.6.

(c) The person or local government 
shall certify by signing block 12 of the 
nomination form that (1) the nomination 
has been prepared by an individual 
meeting the professional qualifications 
in 36 CFR 61.5; (2) the nomination is 
adequately documented and technically, 
professionally and procedurally correct 
and sufficient and in accordance with 
the National Register criteria for 
evaluation; (3) the list of owners and 
chief elected local officials has been 
obtained in the same manner as
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required in Section 60.6 within 90 days 
prior to the submittal of the nomination.

(d) The Keeper shall notify, in writing, 
the chief elected local official and the 
owners in the same manner as States 
notify prior to State Review Board 
consideration as specified in Section 
60.6.

(e) Notice will be provided in the 
Federal Register that the nominated 
property is being considered for listing 
in the National Register as specified in 
§ 60.13.

(f) Nominations are reviewed by the 
NPS to determine if the documentation 
is adequate and that the nomination is 
technically and professionally correct 
and sufficient and in conformance 'with 
the National Register criteria for 
evaluation. Comments are considered.

(g) Nominations which are adequately 
documented and technically and 
professionally correct and sufficient and 
in conformance with the National 
Register criteria for evaluation will be 
approved by the Keeper of the National 
Register or his or her designee and 
entered in the National Register within 
90 days of receipt unless the Keeper 
disapproves a nomination, an appeal is 
filed, or the owner of private property 
(or the majority of such owners for a 
district or single property with multiple 
owners) object by notarized statements 
received by the Keeper prior to listing.

(h) If the owner of any privately 
owned property, or a majority of the 
owners of such properties within a 
district, or a single property with 
multiple owners object to such inclusion 
by notarized statements as defined in 
Section 60.6, the Keeper shall review the 
nomination and make a determination of 
eligibility within 90 days of receipt, 
unless an appeal is filed. The Keeper 
shall list such properties in the National 
Register upon receipt of notarized 
statements from the owner(s) of private 
property certifying that the owner(s) no 
longer object to listing.

(i) Nominations which are technically 
or professionally inadequate will be 
returned for correction and 
resubmission. When a property does not 
appear to meet the National Register 
criteria for evaluation the nomination 
will be returned with an explanation as 
to why the property does not meet the 
National Register criteria for evaluation.

(j) Any person or organization which 
supports or opposes the nomination by a 
person or local government may petition 
the Keeper during the nomination 
process either to accept or reject a 
nomination. The petitioner must state 
the grounds for the petition. The Keeper 
will review and consider the petition if it 
is received prior to the listing of the

property in the National Register or a 
determination of its eligibility when the 
private owners object to listing.

-, (k) The Keeper will inform the person
or local government submitting the 
nomination, the owners on the list 
submitted, and the chief elected local 
official when properties are listed in the 
National Register in the same manner as 
required for State nominations specified 
in Section 60.6. Notice of the listing shall 
be publishedìn the Federal Register.

(1) In the case of nominations where 
the owner of private property or the 
majority of such owners for a district or 
single property with multiple owners 
have objected and the Keeper has 
determined the property eligible, the 
Keeper shall notify the person or local 
government submitting the nomination, 
the chief elected local official, the 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation and the owner or owners. 
The general notice shall,be used for 
nominations with more than 50 owners 
and shall be published in one or more 
newspapers of general circulation in the 
area of the nomination.
Notice of the determination of 
eligibility shall be published in the 
Federal Register.

§ 60.11 R equests fo r nom inations.
(a) The State Historic Preservation 

Officer or Federal Preservation Officer 
as appropriate shall respond in writing 
within 60 days to any person or 
organization submitting an adequately 
documented National Register 
nomination form or requesting 
consideration for any previously 
prepared adequately documented 
nomination form on record with the 
State or Federal agency. The response 
shall provide an opinion concerning 
whether or not the property appears to 
meet the National Register criteria for 
evaluation in § 60.4.

(b) If the nomination form does not 
appear to be adequately documented, it 
shall be the responsibility of the 
applicant to provide necessary 
additional documentation.

(c) If the nomination form appears to 
be adequately documented and if the 
property appears to meet the National 
Register criteria for evaluation, the State 
Historic Preservation Officer shall 
schedule the property for presentation at 
the earliest possible State Review Board 
meeting but that scheduling shall take 
into consideration the State’s 
established priorities for nominations.

(d) The State Historic Preservation 
Officer’s response shall advise the 
applicant of the property’s position on 
the priority list and of the approximate 
date the applicant can expect its

consideration by the State Review 
Board. The State Historic Preservation 
Officer shall also provide notice to the 
applicant of the time and place of the 
Review Board meeting at least 30 but 
not more than 75 days before the 
meeting.

(e) Within 45 days after approval or 
disapproval of a nomination by the 
State Review Board, the State Historic 
Preservation Officer shall notify the 
applicant in writing if the State Historic 
Preservation Officer does not plan to 
■Submit the nomination to the NPS and 
the grounds for this decision. Otherwise, 
the State Historic Preservation Officer 
shall submit the nomination to the 
National Park Service no later than 75 
days after State Review Board 
consideration.

(f) If the applicant substantially 
revises a nomination form as a result of 
comments by the State Historic 
Preservation Officer or the State Review 
Board, the State Historic Preservation 
Officer may treat the nomination as a 
new submittal and reprocess it in accord 
with regulations in this section.

(g) The Federal Preservation Officer 
shall request the comments of the State 
Historic Preservation Officer and notify 
the applicant within 60 days of receipt 
of an adequately documented 
nomination form as to whether the 
Federal agency will nominate the . 
property.

§ 60.12 Appea ls  fo r nom inations.
(a) Any person or local government . 

may appeal to the Keeper the failure or 
refusal of a nominating authority to 
nominate a property that they consider 
to meet the National Register criteria for 
evaluation. An applicant seeking to 
have property nominated to the National 
Register may appeal directly to the 
Keeper under the following 
circumstances: Where the applicant—

(1) disagrees with the decision of the 
State Historic Preservation Officer or 
the Federal Preservation Officer not to 
submit an adequately documented 
nomination form to the NPS after it has 
been processed by the State or Federal 
agency;

(2) disagrees with a decision of the 
State Historic Preservation Officer not 
to submit an adequately documented 
nomination form to the State Review 
Board;

(3) believes that the State Historic 
Preservation Officer has not scheduled 
an adequately documented nomination 
form for State Review Board 
consideration within a reasonable „ 
period of time consistent with the 
State’s priorities for nominations.
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Such appeal shall include a copy of 
the nomination form and the response 
from the State Historic Preservation 
Officer or Federal Preservation Officer 
and documentation explaining why the 
applicant is submitting the appeal in 
accord with paragraph (a)(1), (2), or (3) 
of this section.

(b) The Keeper will respond in writing 
to the applicant and the State Historic 
Preservation Officer or Federal 
Preservation Officer with a written 
explanation of the Keeper’s decision 
within 30 days of receipt. The decision 
may:

(1) deny the appeal; (2) recommend 
that the State Historic Preservation 
Officer submit the nomination form to 
the State Review Board; (3) recommend 
that the State Historic Preservation 
Officer submit the nomination form to 
the State Review Board for 
consideration at an earlier date than 
scheduled; (4) provide notice that the 
Keeper will consider for listing a 
nomination form previously approved or 
disapproved by the State Review Board 
or a Federal agency nomination form. In 
the latter circumstance, the State 
Histqric Preservation Officer or Federal 
Preservation Officer will submit the 
applicable nomination form to the 
Keeper within 15 days of such a 
recommendation and the Keeper will 
consider the nomination form in accord 
with the applicable procedures for State 
or Federal nominations.

(c) Upon recommendation from the 
Keeper to the State Historic 
Preservation Officer that a nomination 
form be submitted to the State Review 
Board or given earlier consideration, the 
State Historic Preservation Officer shall 
submit the nomination form to the State 
Review Board for approval or 
disapproval at the next regularly 
scheduled meeting of the State Review 
Board after which the notification 
requirements in Section 60.6 can be 
completed and advise the applicant of 
the time and place of the State Review 
Board meeting at least 30 but not more „ 
than 75 days before the State Review 
Board meeting.

(d) No person shall be considered to 
have exhausted administrative remedies 
with respect to failure to list a property 
in the National Register until he or she 
has complied with procedures set forth 
in this section.
[FR Doc. 81-32874 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 4310-70-M

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION

38 CFR Parts 6 and 8

United States Government Life 
Insurance and National Service Life 
Insurance; Payment to Decedent’s 
Estate
AGENCY: Veterans Administration. 
ACTION: Proposed regulations.

s u m m a r y : The Administrator of 
Veterans’ Affairs proposes to amend 
regulations relating to payment of 
Government life insurance proceeds 
directly to the person or persons entitled 
to the decedent’s personal property 
under the laws of the State of his or her 
domicile, where no legal representative 
has been or will be appointed. The 
purpose of the amendments is to bring 
the regulations in line with State 
probate laws which have generally 
raised the amount which can be 
distributed to heirs without the expense 
of formal administration of decedents’ 
estates. While the amendments involve 
no changes in basic entitlement to 
benefits, they will, in many cases, allow 
beneficiaries to obtain the proceeds of 
Government life insurance faster and 
with less expense. These amendments 
will also reduce the manhours required 
to process these cases and result in 
savings of tax dollars. 
d a t e : Comments must be received on or 
before December 16,1981. Effective date 
of these amendments is proposed to be 
the date of final approval.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed 
to: Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
(271A), Veterans Administration, 810 
Vermont Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20420. Comments will be available 
for inspection at the address shown 
above during normal business hours 
until December 28,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Robert W. Carey, Assistant Director 
for Insurance, Veterans Administration 
Regional Office and Insurance Center, 
P.O. Box 8079, Philadelphia, Pa. 19101 
(215-951-5360).
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The 
proposed § § 8.54 and 6.128 will remove 
any monetary limitation under which 
payment of Government life insurance is 
made directly to the person or persons 
entitled to a decedent’s personal 
property under the laws of the State of 
his or her domicile, where no legal 
representative has been or will be 
appointed. Current regulations authorize 
payment of National Service Life 
Insurance and United States 
Government Life Insurance proceeds

under the above procedure where the 
amount payable does not exceed $5,000. 
The amendments are to bring the 
regulations in line with State probate 
laws. Since 1977, when the present 
$5,000 limit was established, these laws 
have generally raised the amount 
distributable to heirs without the cost of 
formal administration of decedents’ 
estates.

The Administrator hereby certifies 
that this proposed rule, if promulgated, 
will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities as they are defined in the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), 5 
U.S.C. 601-612. Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), this proposed rule is therefore 
exempt from the initial and final 
regulatory flexibility analyses 
requirements of sections 603 and 604.
The reason for this certification is that 
this rule will affect only individual heirs 
to a decedent’s estate. It will, therefore, 
have no significant direct impact on 
small entities in terms of compliance 
costs, paperwork requirements or effects 
on competition.

The agency has also determined that 
these regulations are nonmajor in 
accordance with Executive Order 12291, 
Federal Regulation. These regulations 
will not have a large effect on the 
economy, will not cause an increase of 
costs or prices, and will not otherwise 
have any significant adverse economic 
effects.

Additional Comment Information

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments, suggestions or 
objections regarding the proposal to the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
(271A), Veterans Administration, 810 
Vermont Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 
20420. All written comments received 
will be available for public inspection at 
the above address only between the 
hours of 8 am and 4:30 pm, N^nday 
through Friday (except holidays), until 
December 28,1981. Any person visiting 
the Veterans Administration Central 
Office in Washington, DC for the 
purpose of inspecting any such 
comments will be received by the 
Central Office Veterans Services Unit in 
room 132. Visitors to VA field stations 
will be informed that the records are 
available for inspection only in Central 
Office and will be furnished the address 
and room number.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 64.103).
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Approved: October 28,1981.
Robert P. Nimmo,
Administrator.

PART 6— UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT LIFE INSURANCE

Therefore, the Veterans 
Administration proposes to amend 38 
CFR Parts 6 and 8 as set forth below:

1. Section 6.128 is revised as follows:

§ 6.128 Payment to decedent’s estate.
If no legal representative has been or 

will be appointed, United States 
Government Life Insurance benefits, 
including dividends and premium 
refunds which are payable to the estate 
of a deceased insured or beneficiary, 
may be paid direct to the person or 
persons (distributee or distributees) 
entitled to the decedent’s personal 
property under the laws of the State of 
his or her domicile. (38 U.S.C. 750)

PART 8— NATIONAL SERVICE LIFE 
INSURANCE

2. Section 8.54 is revised as follows:

§ 8.54 Payment to decedent’s estate.
If no legal representative has been or 

will be appointed, National Service Life 
Insurance benefits, including dividends 
and premium refunds which are payable 
to the estate of a deceased insured or 
beneficiary, may be paid direct to the 
person or persons (distributee or 
distributees) entitled to the decedent’s 
personal property under the laws of the 
State of his or her domicile. (38 U.S.C. 
717(d))

§ 8.59 [Amended]
3. Section 8.59 is amended by 

removing the words “widow, widower” 
and inserting in their place “surviving 
spouse" in paragraph (a) and the first 
sentence of paragraph (d).
[FR Doc. 81-32991 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
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[BC Docket No. 79-164; RM-3312; FCC SI- 
513]

Channel Spacing for AM Broadcasting
a g e n c y : Federal Communications 
Commission.
a c t i o n : Termination of rulemaking 
proceeding.

s u m m a r y : This action terminates the 
rule making proceeding in BC Docket 
No. 79-164, concerning channel spacing 
for AM Broadcasting. After reviewing

the record, the Commission concluded 
that on balance a proposed change to 9 
kHz AM channel spacing was not 
warranted and therefore decided it was 
appropriate to continue use of 10 kHz 
spacing. This is to be the United States 
position on channel spacing at an 
international conference on AM 
broadcasting in the Western 
Hemisphere.
a d d r e s s : Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Wilson A. La Follette, Broadcast Bureau, 
(202) 632-9660.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

Report and Order
Adopted: October 28,1981.
Released: November 5,1981.

Summary
In the matter of: 9 kHz Channel 

Spacing for AM Broadcasting. BC 
Docket No. 79-164 RM-3312.

1. With the benefit of an expanded 
record, we have reviewed the effects, 
costs, and potential benefits of 9 kHz 
spacing for AM broadcast channels and 
are now persuaded that the benefits 
promise too little to justify the costs.

2. Recognizing that comparative 
evaluation of 9 and 10 kHz spacing is 
burdened by the difficulty of projecting 
the technical effects, costs, or benefits of 
a shift to 9 kHz with great precision, we 
have made our assessment of the 
probabilities, which we find to be 
sufficiently indicated by the enlarged 
record before us. The advantages we 
discern do not outweigh the 
disadvantages which must prudently be 
expected to ensue from conversion of 
AM broadcasting to 9 kHz channel 
spacing.

3. The twelve new AM channels 
which 9 kHz spacing would create 
would, to a limited and uncertain extent, 
ease the resolution of some 
incompatibilities among station 
assignments in the several Western 
Hemisphere countries. The new 9 kHz
spaced channels could be used to 
accommodate additional unlimited-time 
stations operations. But, domestic 
limitations within the United States 
would, alone, hold the possible new 
unlimited-time operations to fewer than 
400, assuming stations 1 with facilities 
and protection against interference 
ample enough to enable them to meet 
service needs adequately. Absorption of 
the new channel resources for the 
resolution of incompatibilities, and

' This projection assumes that the new stations 
would be comparable to our current Class III 
(Regional) facilities.

reasonable sharing of this resource with 
neighboring countries could reduce this 
number of possible additional unlimited
time station assignments in the United 
States.

4. The foreseeable gains could be 
achieved only at a cost to broadcasters 
of $28 million to $44 million or more for 
technical expenses, and additional 
losses of income and outlays 
attributable to dislocation of listener 
patterns and advertiser support. 
Disadvantages to the public would 
include the substantial loss in 
usefulness of over two million digital 
radio receivers, some reduction of 
existing service, and the disruptions 
attendant on frequency changes of most 
existing stations.

5. The potential gains from 9 kHz 
spacing are limited not only in number, 
but also by limitations on locating them 
in the larger communities where some 
kinds of needs—such as for more 
minority-owned stations and more 
noncommercial, educational stations— 
have been asserted to be the most 
pressing.

6. In re-evaluating the merits of 9 kHz 
spacing we have had the benefit of a 
record considerably extended beyond 
the data available when the Commission 
initially recommended 9 kHz spacing. 
The record, as now augmented by • 
additional comments, by submissions by 
participants in the Advisory Committee 
on Radio Broadcasting, and by studies 
perforated by contractors and by the 
Commission’s staff, now persuades us 
that the balance of pro’s and con’s on 9 
kHz spacing calls for the retention of 10 
kHz spacing.

Channel Spacing
7. At the present time in the United 

States, AM broadcast stations are 
assigned to channels at intervals of 10 
kHz from 540 kHz to 1600 kHz. This 
results in an arrangement having 107 
channels. A reduction in channel 
spacing to 9 kHz would result in the 
creation of 12 new channels, for a total 
of 119.

8. In the event 9 kHz were adopted, 
most stations would have to shift 
frequency. The stations on any 
particular channel would remain 
together during the reordering so as to 
maintain existing co-channel and 
adjacent channel relationships. Two 
plans have been considered. Under the 
first, no station would shift frequency by 
more than 4 kHz. The new channels 
would be evenly spaced throughout the 
AM band every 90 kHz. Another method 
would oblige some stations to shift 
frequency by as much as 9 kHz. The 
new channels would be evenly
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distributed by p a irs every 171 kHz. The 
two plans have become known as the 9/ 
4 and 9/9 plans, respectively, and are 
illustrated in the following table, taken 
from a portion of the AM band.

Established 10 kHz 
channels

U.S. plan (9/ 
4)

Canadian plan 
(9/9)

540.... ...... ............. ........ . 540 540
550........................................ 549 549
560......................... .............. 558 558
570........................................ 567 567
580.......... .............................. 576 576

■ 585
590........................................ 594 585
600........................................ 603 •594
610........................................ 612 603
620....... ................................. 621 612
630........................................ 630 621

•630
•639

640......;......... ...................... 639 648
650........................................ 648 657
660........................................ 657 666
670........................................ 666 675

'675
680................................... . 684 684
690........................................ 693 693
700......... .............................. 702 702
710....................... ............... 711 711
720.................................... 720 720

192............. ........................... *21 *21

1 New.
2 Channels.
9. The stations on any given channel 

(e.g., 610 kHz) would shift frequency to 
either of the frequencies shown on the 
same line (612 kHz or 603 kHz), 
depending on the plan adopted. Note 
that under the 9/9 plan the existing 
stations on 630 kHz would shift to 621 
kHz, leaving 630 kHz as a “new” vacant 
channel.
Synopsis of Events

10. Apart from those assignments 
governed by the North American 
Regional Broadcasting Agreement 
(NARBA)2, the Agreement Between the 
United States of America and the United 
Mexican States (U.S.-Mexico 
Agreement), and, perhaps, a few other 
bilateral or sub-regional agreements, the 
development of AM broadcasting in 
Region 2 has proceeded on an ad hoc 
basis, with little thought given to 
coordination or sound engineering 
practices. As a consequence, many 
cases of interference between stations 
of different countries have not only been 
created but have been aggravated as 
nations resort to unilateral remedies, 
frequently involving power increases.

11. In an effort to improve the 
situation, it was resolved at the second 
meeting of the Inter-American 
Telecommunications Conference 
(CITEL) ® held in November 1975, to 
undertake regional planning of the AM 
broadcast service in Region 2. An

2 The signatories to NARBA are: the United 
States, Canada, Cuba, Haiti, the Dominican 
Republic, and the Bahama Islands.

3 CITEL is the body set up under the Organization 
of American States (“OAS”) for coordinating inter- 
American telecommunications matters.

international working group of 
broadcast specialists was formed under 
the auspices of CITEL to begin drafting 
technical planning criteria and a 
regional agreement. The working group 
has met nine tiirtes to date.

12. From 1976 through 1979 the efforts 
of that CITEL working group were 
directed towards the development of 
procedures and standards to be used to 
alleviate existing problems of 
interference (called “incompatibilities”) 
and provide some measure of orderly 
growth. It was assumed initially that 10 
kHz channel spacing would be retained. 
The United States participated in that 
group for the purpose of ensuring that 
the procedures and standards embodied 
in the agreement would be such as to 
protect the existing AM service and 
provide for growth and technical 
innovation. From a domestic viewpoint 
the work was important but, at least at 
that time, somewhat uncontroversial.

13. On January 10,1979, the National 
Telecommunications and Information 
Administration (NTIA) filed a petition 
for rule making that requested a 
reduction in channel spacing from 10 
kHz to 9 kHz. NTIA contended that the 
proposed channel spacing plan would 
make available additional channels 
while avoiding a possible heterodyne 4 
interference problem with Region 1 and 
3 stations, and offer an opportunity for 
at least some daytime—only stations to 
go fulltime. The public was given until 
April 18,1979, to file responses to the 
petition. Five parties filed pleadings.

14. In June 1979, the Administrative 
Council of the International 
Telecommunications Union decided that 
the first session of a Region 2 
Conference on MF Broadcasting would 
convene in Buenos Aires on Marcia 10, 
1980. The task of this session was to 
select the technical factors, including 
channel spacing, needed for the 
development of a regional plan. The 
second session is scheduled to convene 
in November 1981, to draw up an 
agreement and an associated master 
plan for the use of the AM frequencies. 
As a practical matter, all major 
technical proposals had to be introduced 
at the first session as there would not be 
sufficient time to consider new issues at 
the second (and final) session.

15. On July 2,1979, the Commission 
released two documents: a N otice o f 
Inquiry  44 FR 39550, July 6,1979 
inviting comments on channel spacing 
and a N otice o f In q u iry  44 FR 39611,
July 6,1981 inviting comments on our 
preparations for that regional

4 A little known fact is that the first reason 
advanced for considering 9 kHz was concern for 
heterodyne interference.

conference, including proposed 
technical standards. Later that month, 
the Commission formed a special AM 
Channel Spacing Task Force, to perform 
an intensive study of thé 10 kHz vs. 9 
kHz channel spacing issue.

16. From July through November, 1979, 
the Commission, through its special 
Task Force, considered and .evaluated:

(1) The N otice o f Inquiry on 9 kHz 
(Docket No. 79-164) that elicited 
comments from 46 parties and reply 
comments from 16 parties. Among those 
participating were: The Association for 
Broadcast Engineering Standards, the 
Clear Channel Broadcasting Service, the 
Association of Federal Communications 
Consulting Engineers, the Daytime 
Broadcasters Association, the National 
Association of Broadcasters, and the 
three major networks.

(2) A cost study by a private 
engineering consulting firm.

(3) Tests by NTIA, with FCC 
participation, on three stations 
employing directional antennas.

(4) A computer study of directional 
antennas.

(5) Technical reports published by the 
CCIR (a technical arm of the 
International Telecommunications 
Union).

(6) An assessment by NTIA of the 
geographic separations existing between 
stations on adjacent channels.

(7) An examination by the technical 
members of the Task Force of potential 
co-channel and adjacent-channel 
interference.

(8) An examination of the potential for 
inter-regional interference arising from 
Regions 1 and 3 being on 9 kHz if Region 
2 remained on 10 kHz.

(9) A study by NTIA of 46 
conventional AM broadcast receivers to 
determine how they would respond to a 
reduction in channel spacing.

(10) A thorough review of the 
experiences of Regions 1 and 3. This 
included interviews with foreign 
broadcasters and officials who were 
involved in the change from 10 to 9 kHz 
channel spacing.

(11) An examination of the value of 9 
kHz (i.e., the 12 net channels) in 
resolving problems of international 
interference.

(12) Tests on three Class 1-A stations 
to evaluate adjacent-channel 
interference.

(13) A review of AM stereo 
compatibility with 9 kHz channel 
spacing.

, 17. The Task Force found that the
expected gain in the potential for new 
stations is a function of how the new 
channels are classified. The Task Force 
estimated that the gain would not be



56216 Federal R egister / Vol. 46, No. 220 / M onday, N ovem ber 16, 1981 / Proposed Rules

less than 200 nor more than 1400 fulltime 
stations. The costs to broadcasters to 
convert was estimated not to exceed $15 
million, assuming that some 
(unspecified) Commission requirements 
were relaxed and station personnel- 
performed some of the work. The Task 
Force also reported that the 440,000,000 
conventional receivers in use would be 
compatible with a 9 kHz channel 
spacing plan. The Task Force further 
noted that the cost to replace 
synthesized receivers could exceed $100 
million if the changeover were made 
abruptly, although adequate lead time 
would reduce that figure. It was also 
estimated that less than 5% of the total 
area now served would detect any 
change in adjacent channel interference 
and that, overall, there would be some 
gain in service. Moreover, based on 
industry comments and staff analysis, it 
was determined that 9 kHz would have 
no significant effect on fidelity or quality 
and would be compatible with AM 
stereo. Finally, it was noted that a 
reduction in channel spacing would give 
the MF conference greater flexibility to 
deal with problems of interference and 
growth without disturbing existing 
arrangements.

18. In a Report adopted in December, 
1979, the Commission tentatively noted 
that 9 kHz spacing would permit more 
AM stations, enable some daytime-only 
stations to operate unlimited time, and 
help to resolve incompatibilities 
between U.S. and neighboring 
assignments. It was accordingly 
recommended that the United States 
propose at the first Session of the 
Region 2 Conference that it favorably 
consider 9 kHz channel spacing in the 
AM band.

19. In January, 1980, based on the 
Commission’s recommendation, the 
Department of State submitted the 
proposal to the Conference as an official 
United States position.

20. The first session of the MF 
Conference was charged with 
developing technical criteria and 
planning methods to be used at the 
second session in preparing a Regional 
Agreement and Plan. Channel spacing is 
a critical issue and requires consensus. 
After extensive discussions the 
conference was unable to reach the 
desired consensus. A proposal that the 
decision on channel spacing be deferred 
to the Second Session was quickly 
adopted. The Conference then requested 
the International Frequency Registration 
Board (IFRB) to undertake a 
comparative study of 9 and 10 kHz 
channel separation, with the assistance 
of a Panel of Experts provided by the

United States, Canada, Mexico, Cuba, 
Brazil, Uruguay, Argentina, and Peru.

21. In December, 1979, an Advisory 
Committee on AM Broadcasting in 
Region 2 was formed with the 
cooperation of the broadcast industry to 
assist the Commission jn dealing with 
the various issues raised in the 
Conference.

22. On August 8,1980, the Commission 
released an Interim  R eport and Further 
N otice o f In q u iry  45 FR 58150, 
September 2 ,1980  in the matter of 9 kHz 
of the Task Force and announced the 
preliminary views of the Commission as 
to the twelve issues enumerated in the 
original N otice o f Inquiry. Parties were 
invited to comment on the matter, taking 
into account any developments which 
may have occurred since initial 
comments were filed in 1979. One 
Commissioner dissented to the portion 
of the Interim  R eport which contained 
the preliminary views. A second 
Commissioner stated that the views 
presented were very  tentative and 
should not be regarded as conclusions. 
The Report expressly characterized the 
views contained therein as tentative.

23. In September, 1980, the 
Commission, at the request of the 
broadcast industry, amended the charter 
of the AM Advisory Committee. Its 
name was changed to the Advisory 
Committee on Radio Broadcasting and it 
was charged with continuing the work 
of the existing committee with the added 
task of considering the relationship of 
present and prospective FM allocations 
to AM broadcasting.

Estimated Benefits
24. A M  C hannel Spacing . Task Force. 

As explained above, a reduction in 
channel spacing to 9 kHz would create 
12 new vacant channels. In considering 
how many stations might be assigned to 
those channels the Task Force examined 
the Commission’s technical allocation 
principles and the existing channel 
loading on the 10710 kHz channels.
That Task Force concluded that a 
reduction in channel spacing would 
permit the authorization of 10 to 50% 
more fulltime stations than we now 
have, depending on the class of stations 
assigned to the new channels. The 
amounts to 200 (Class III) to 1400 (Class 
IV) stations.

25. F irst Com puter Study. 
Subsequently, a computer program was 
developed that would test the feasibility 
of hypothetical assignments. The 
development of this program was a 
difficult task since no one had ever 
attempted to develop a computer 
program that would actually assign AM 
stations to a particular location. In using 
the program, one would specify a

particular station (frequency, power, 
radiation pattern) at a particular 
geographic location and the program 
would then determine whether that 
particular proposal fit. A total of 1000 
locations5 were studied to determine 
where and on what frequency it was 
feasible to make an assignment of a 1 
kilowatt nondirectional station.

26. The study showed that the 
following full-time assignments could be 
made:
10 kHz (Class I-A  Channels)—58

assignments
9/4 (Class I-A plus 12 new channels)—

124 assignments
9/9 (Class I-A  plus 12 new channels)—

170 assignments
27. Secon d  Com puter Study. In view of 

the above, a second study was 
performed using a graphics approach. 
The FCC computer and two plotters 
were used to calculate and draw the 
interference contours of every station on 
each of the six channels adjacent to four 
of the new channels resulting from the 
9/4 plan (a total of 6X 4  — 24 channels 
were examined). The resulting drawings 
were then examined to determine where 
new fulltime assignments could be 
made.

28. A total of 111 fulltime assignments 
were indicated as possible in the 
contiguous 48 states on the 4 channels. It 
was estimated that if all locations and 
all channels were considered, 330-420 
assignments were possible. These two 
studies were included in the public 
record and the public was invited to 
comment.

29. P a n el o f E xperts Com parative 
Study. As was discussed earlier, the 
First Session of the Conference decided 
to establish a Panel of Experts (POE) 
from eight Region 2 countries to assist 
the IFRB in a study of the comparative 
aspects of 10 and 9 kHz channel spacing. 
The purpose of the study was to develop 
information pertaining to issues such as

8 This is the top 1,000 of the list of 3,900 instances 
of asserted need for unlimited-time AM stations. 
This list of 1,000 included:

(1) All of the approximately 400 daytime-only 
stations in communities with no locally assigned 
fulltime AM or FM broadcast stations, which lack 
an available FM channel and are not within 10 
miles of a city of at least 25,000 population;

(2) Daytime-only stations in the most heavily 
populated 50 communities having only a single 
fulltime locally assigned AM or FM station;

(3) 120 locations reported by National Public 
Radio to be needed to supplement the FM 
noncommercial radio service;

(4) The most heavily populated 215 communities 
which lack any locally assigned AM or FM station 
and are over 10 miles distant from other 
communities with at least 25,000 population;

(5) The 215 most heavily populated communities
where need has been stated for more minority- 
owned radio-broadcast stations. '
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the relative merits of 9 kHz and 10 kHz 
in resolving incompatibilities and 
offering potential for new assignments, 
interregional interference, adjacent 
channel interference, and other factors 
including economic and operational 
implications.

30. A total of four meetings were held. 
Considerable difficulty was encountered 
in performing the studied, primarily as a 
result of difficulties with the computer 
programs required both to prepare for 
the studies and during the studies. As a 
result of infirmities with the computer 
program it was necessary to limit the 
study to nighttime incompatibilities, 
limit the number of incompatibilities 
studies, and eliminate or restrict the 
scope of other studies such as adjacent 
channel interference or interregional 
interference. Additionally, the study 
concerning the potential for new 
assignments was deleted, primarily 
because of lack of time.

31. The comparative study, because of 
all its infirmities, did little more than 
confirm that given an additional 12 
channels it is moderately easier to 
correct existing incompatibilities and 
allocate new assignments than with the 
present 107 channels. It was so limited 
in scope, however, that its benefits 
could not be evaluated precisely in any 
quantitative sense.

32.9/4 vs. 9/9. The IFRB study did 
indicate that, overall, neither the 9/4 or 
9/9 plan was superior to the other in 
resolving incompatibilities.

33. These studies did not take into 
account the unknown extent to which 
potential assignments in the U.S. would 
be precluded by competitive claims by 
other Region 2 countries. They do not 
indicate that with 10 kHz spacing, 
numbers of new assignments could be 
accommodated. The studies also ignore 
the expansion of the AM band approved 
by the 1979 WARC.
Industry Costs

34. The cost to the broadcast industry 
of shifting AM broadcast stations from 
10 kHz to 9 kHz channel spacing can be 
separated into two general categories. 
The first of these is the technical cost of 
making the necessary changes to 
broadcast station transmitting 
equipment. This includes the 
engineering, legal, and clerical effort 
required to adjust the equipment for 
pperation at the new frequency. The 
second is the non-technical cost - 
involved including such matters as lost 
revenue, the cost of advertising the new 
frequency, and the printing expenses for 
new forms and letterheads.

35. For estimates of the cost of 
converting to a new channel plan the 
Task Force relied on information

supplied by respondents to the N otice o f  
Inquiry  (on 9 kHz). The Task Force 
concluded, on the basis of preliminary 
information, that with some of the work 
being performed by station personnel 
the total cost should not exceed 
$15,000,000.

36. The technical costs have since 
been estimated under two study 
contracts awarded by the Commission. 
The first contract6 was to determine the 
cost of shiftinjninder the 9/4 plan. 
Subsequent tothe First Session of the 
Region 2 AM Broadcasting Conference 
in March 1980, the Canadian 
government proposed a 9 kHz channel 
spacing plan which would require 
stations to shift frequency as much as 9 
kHz (9/9 plan). The United States 
agreed to consider it, and the 
Commission negotiated a contract7 for a 
second study to determine the 
conversion cost of the 9/9 plan.

37. It was recognized a t  the outset that 
it would not be feasible to determine the 
cost of conversion of each of the 4,600 
AM radio stations on an individual 
basis. Therefore, to reduce the analysis 
to a practical size and yet obtain 
reasonably accurate cost data, the 
stations were categorized by the 
contractor according to antenna 
characteristics. The first major division 
was between stations with directional 
and non-directional antennas. The 
directional stations were further divided 
according to antenna pattern; i.e., using 
the same pattern day and night (DA-1), 
daytime only directional station (DA-D), 
directional only at night (DA-N), or 
using different patterns day and night 
(DA-2).8 These directional pattern 
categories were further separated 
according to numbers of towers in the 
array and transmitter power.

38. The conversion cost for each 
category and subcategory was 
determined and multiplied by the 
number of stations in each. The total 
cost was then the sum of that obtained 
for all station groups. The cost included 
an estimate of the office work 
associated with preparation of proof-of- 
performance forms as well as all field 
work and travel expense.

6 This study was conducted under Contract CC- 
0304 initiated September 20,1979, and completed 
July 20,1980. Detailed results are contained in Final 
Report—Contract FCC 0304 by Moffet, Ritch and 
Larson, July 20,1980.

7 This study was conducted under Contract CC- 
0367 initiated January 7,1981, and completed June 
10,1981. Detailed results are contained in the Final 
Report Contract CC-0307 by Moffet, Ritch and 
Larson, June 10,1981.

‘ There is a category of station which has three 
different directional patterns: day, night, and during 
the transition time between them referred to as 
critical hours (CH).

39.9/4 Plan. According to Moffet,
Ritch and Larson, the total cost for the 
9/4 plan would be 19.8 million dollars of 
which 4.6 million was for stations with 
non-directional antennas. The average 
conversion cost for a station with non- 
directional antenna was estimated at 
$1,700. The cost to convert directional 
antennas varied considerably depending 
on the complexity of the antenna array. 
In the case of those stations where no 
redesign of antenna operating 
parameters would be required, the cost 
was estimated to range from $7,750 to 
$17,700. The study found that 39 stations 
would require redesign to make minor 
changes in antenna current ratios or 
phase. The conversion cost for those 
stations ranged from $22,000 to $45,750. 
The highest conversion cost was for one 

# of the 16 stations whose antenna arrays 
are officially designated as critical, and 
for most of which antenna parameter 
redesign would be required. The cost 
was $60,200.

40. These conversion cost estimates 
for the 9/4 plan were based on the 
assumption that all work would be 
preformed by engineering consultants. 
Recognizing that some stations may 
elect to utilize station personnel to 
complete a portion of die conversion 
work, the cost data were modified to 
account for this effort. This modification 
was based on the contractor’s estimate 
of the percentage of the work which 
station personnel were qualified to 
perform and for which the station would 
be expected to have the necessary 
measuring instruments. It assumed that 
few, if any, non-directional stations 
would be capable of this work because 
normal antenna maintenance does not 
require the presence of personnel with 
necessary skills or the proper measuring 
instruments. Conversion cost in this 
case was reduced to 15.3 million dollars 
with no change in the cost for non- 
directional antennas. Where no redesign 
of antenna operating parameters of the 
directional arrays would be required, 
the conversion cost ranged from $5,450- 
$11,340. For the category requiring new 
current ratios or relative phases the cost 
ranged from $16,670-$35,280. The highest 
individual station cost was $44,840 for 
the same critical array.

41. In a report 9 submitted to the 
Advisory Committee on Radio 
Broadcasting, Mr. Jules Cohen, as 
consultant to the National Association 
of Broadcasters, provided comments on 
the conversion cost determined in the

‘ Report of the 9 kHz Working Group of the 
Technical Matters Subgroup of the Committee on 
Radio Broadcasting (December 17,1980) as 
supplemented by a January 12,1981, letter from Mr. 
Jules Cohen.
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contract study of July, 1980. Mr. Cohen 
concluded that the contract study costs 
had been understated by 8.2 million 
dollars. He attributed this 
understatement to three factors. First, 
the hourly charge for professional 
engineering services was too low. 
Second, field work expenses were not 
adequately covered. Finally, the study 
failed to recognize that many directional 
antenna systems, while not critical in 
the official sense, were in fact “critical” 
in that difficulty has been experienced 
in adjusting their radiation pattern in 
one or more critical directions. After 
taking these factors into account, Mr. 
Cohen determined that the total 
conversion cost for the 9/4 plan would 
be 28.0 million dollars compared to the 
19.8 million estimate that resulted from 
the contract study.

42. Comments on this point were also 
provided by the American Broadcasting 
Company, Inc. (ABC).10 In its view, the 
contract study had underestimated the 
effort that would be required to shift 
station frequency. ABC’s calculations 
indicated that the cost to convert ABC- 
owned stations would be almost double 
those predicted by the study. Because of 
the differing situations affecting its 
stations, the costs per station varied 
considerably.

43 .9/9 Plan. The cost study for the 9/9 
plan was conducted in essentially the 
same manner and according to the same 
procedures used in the 9/4 cost study. 
The cost for those channels that would 
shift frequency the same amount under 
either plan were not recalculated, but 
were corrected to reflect 1981 rather 
than 1980 dollars. The study results for 
the 9/9 plan show a total conversion 
cost of 25.6 million dollars with 5.3 
million of this total for stations with 
non-directional antennas. The average 
cost for stations with non-directional 
antennas was estimated to be $1,850.
The cost to convert stations with 
directional antennas varied even more 
than for the 9/4 plan. Where no redesign 
of antenna operating parameters was 
required, the cost ranged from $8,500 to 
$20,400. The study found that 139 
stations would require antenna redesign 
including the movement of towers in the 
case of two stations. The conversion 
cost for these stations ranged from 
$24,000 to $84,800. The critical array 
category included 15 stations which 
would shift frequency, with cost varying 
from $25,600 to $66,200. The highest 
individual station cost was for the two 
stations which would require movement

10 Comments by American Broadcasting 
Company, Inc. on the Interim Report and Further 
Notice of Inquiry in Docket 79-164, August 8,1980.

of towers. These costs were $84,800 in 
one case and $69,200 in the other.

44. As in the 9/4 plan study, an 
estimate was made of conversion cost if 
station personnel were used to perform 
a portion of the work. Analysis on this 
basis reduced the total cost to 19.8 
million dollars. Again, there was no 
change in the conversion cost for 
stations with non-directional antennas. 
For the directional antenna category in 
which no antenna redesign was required 
the cost varied from $6,000 to $13,500. 
The category that required redesign had 
costs ranging from $18,300 to $74,300.
The cost for critical arrays would be 
$19,000 to $49,300. Again, the largest 
costs would be for the two stations 
requiring towers to be moved.

45. Comments on the results of the 
contract cost study for the 9/9 plan were 
received from several parties. The 
National Association of Broadcasters 
submitted a report prepared by Mr. Jules 
Cohen that stated that the contract 
study report had underestimated the 
conversion cost by about 18 million 
dollars. He attributed this to the same 
factors he noted in connection with the 
9/4 plan study, but he also asserted that 
the criteria for categorizing stations was 
incorrect for a large number of stations 
on clear channels. After correcting for 
these deficiencies, Mr. Cohen predicted 
that the cost for the 9/9 plan would be 
43.6 million dollars. This figure included 
the lower value of the estimates for 
Stations WMAL and WONE discussed 
infra.

46. The American Broadcasting 
Company (ABC) comments reflected the 
belief that the contract study costs were 
underestimated in general because of 
overly optimistic assumptions about 
conversion problems that would be 
experienced. In particular, ABC 
maintains that the conversion cost for 
its Station WMAL in Washington, D.C., 
would be much higher than the $84,800 
contained in the study report. This 
station is one of two for which the study 
noted that a tower must be moved. ABC 
estimated that the cost would be at least 
twice the study estimated even if only 
one tower had to be moved. It further 
indicated that jt s  analysis showed that it 
might be necessary to move as many as 
three towers, in which case it expected 
the cost to exceed $500,000.

47. Group One Broadcasting Company 
commented that the study report 
seriously understated the conversion 
cost for its Station WONE, Dayton,
Ohio. The report lists this cost at $69,200 
which includes the movement of two 
towers. Group One noted that analysis 
by its engineering consulting firm, Cohen 
and Dippel, P.C., indicated that the cost

to convert Station WONE to its new 
frequency could range from $221,000 to 
$344^000.

48. KRLA, Inc., licensee of Station 
KRLA, Los Angeles; questioned the 
accuracy of the figure in the Report.11 It 
estimated that the cost to adjust its 
antenna array to the new frequency 
would be $50,000. In addition, KRLA 
contended that it would cost $25,000 to 
readjust detuning networks on several 
electrical transmission line towers in the 
vicinity of its station. Thus, KRLA 
projects a'total conversion cost of 
$75,000 for its. station.

49. The National Black Media 
Coalition (NBMC) did not challenge the 
results presented in the cost study 
report. It did note, however, that some of 
the expenses included are not 
necessarily completely chargeable to 9 
kHz spacing as many stations would 
incur such costs in order to comply with 
FCC requirements under the present 
allocation plan. NBMC argued that 
conversion cost alone should not carry 
great weight in the Commission’s 
deliberation, but instead should be 
viewed in terms of the cost/benefit 
trade-off. It argued for inclusion of 
intangible benefits such as an increase 
in the number of minority owned 
stations.

50. In the 9 kHz Working Group 
Report previously cited, A.D. Ring & 
Associates (ADR) reported the results of 
a 9/9 plan cost study that it had 
conducted for the NAB. This study 
estimated the conversion cost for those 
stations that would be required to shift 
frequency by 5-9 kHz under the 9/9 
plan. It did not estimate the cost for 
those stations that would shift no more 
than 4 kHz since those costs had been 
determined in the initial FCC contract 
study in July 1980. Unlike the contract 
study, ADR assumed^ that if 9 kHz 
channel spacing were to be adopted, the 
Commission would not require full 
compliance with all present proof-of- 
performance procedures. Under this 
assumption, ADR obtained a cost of 10.9 
million dqllars for those stations that 
would shift 5-9 kHz. ADR also stated 
that full compliance with procedures for 
proof-of-performance, would more than 
double the cost.

51. The foregoing estimates are 
summarized in the following tab le:12

11 KRLA apparently misread the cost study report 
as projecting a conversion cost Of $32,326 for its 
station. The Report figure was $13,946.

12 Part of the cost difference between the 9/9  and 
9/4  plans is accounted for by the increased number 
of stations that would be required to change 
frequency with the 9 /9  plan. The 9 /4  plan would 
require 4,212 stations to change frequency. This 
includes 2,728 stations with non-directional



Federal Register /  VoL 46, No. 220 / Monday, N ovem ber 16, 1981 / Proposed Rules 56219

AM  task 
force

Moffet, Ritch, 
Larson Jules, Cohen

9/4 Low 1.......
9/4 High3.... -

$15,000,000 15.300.000
19.800.000
19.800.000
25.600.000

28,000,000

9/9 High3...... 43,600,000

1 Low: Some work id performed by station personnel. 
3 High: Alt work is performed by consultants.

52. In additional to the engineering 
and administrative cost of station 
equipment modification, there are non- 
techanical costs. Some of these costs 
would be the same regardless of 
whether a 9/4 or 9/9 plan is used; others 
apparently would be increased by use of 
the 9/9 plan. These costs include such 
items as: changing signs, letterheads and 
forms; advertising the new frequency; 
marketing expenses to inform 
advertisers; and lost revenue. Lost 
revenue could result from coverage 
reduction area due to signal 
degradation, unsettled conditions in the 
AM service during the transition to 9 
kHz spacing, or lost air time during 
station conversion.

53. While the potential for such non
technical costs must be recognized, 
estimation of their magnitude is difficult. 
A report on this subject was submitted 
to the Advisory Committee on Radio 
Broadcasting in December, 1980.13 The 
report was prepared for NAB by Frazier, 
Gross, & Clay, Inc. (FGC). This report 
was in turn based on the results of a 
study conducted by Masscom Research 
Ltd. for the Canadian Association of 
Broadcasters.14 The Masscom study 
described the results of a survey of 173 
Canadian AM broadcast stations. These 
stations were requested by means of a 
questionnaire to predict their expected 
non-technical costs resulting from a 
change to 9 kHz channel spacing.

54. FGC applied the results of the 
Masscom study to the U.S. AM 
broadcast service and concluded that 
the average U.S. station would face 
approximately $70,000 in additional 
expense and about $25,000 in lost 
revenue for a total of $95,000 if the 
frequency shift was no more than 4 kHz. 
If the shift were 9 kHz or more, the 
expenses would increase to $125,000 and 
lost revenue to $130,000, or a total non
technical cost of $255,000. The 
equivalent costs obtained by Masscom

antennas and 1,484 stations with directional 
antennas. The 9 /9  plan would require 4,456 stations 
to change frequency of which 2,866 have non- 
directional antennas and 1,584 directional.

13 “Report on New Station Demand and 
Viability,” prepared by the Subgroup on Radio 
Spectrum Allocations of the Committee on Radio 
Broadcasting, December 17,1980, Volume II, 
Appendix E.

14 "A Study to Determine the Non-Technical Costs 
of Converting From 10 kHz to 9 kHz Spacing on the 
AM Band,” Masscom Research Ltd., September 
1980. ,

for the Canadian stations were $33,000 
additional expense and $18,000 lost 
revenue totaling $51,000 in non-technical 
costs if the frequency shift was 4 kHz or 
less; and $59,000 expense and $51,000 
lost revenue for a total of $110,000 if the 
shift was 9 kHz or greater.

55. The foregoing submissions by the 
National Association of Broadcasters, 
ABC, Group One Broadcasting 
Company, and KRIA, Inc. convince us 
that is it extremely doubtful that the 
overall costs to U.S. broadcasters of 
conversion of U.S. AM stations to 9 kHz 
could be held down to the ranges 
indicated in the contracted study: 
$15,300,000 to $19,800,000 for the 9/4 
plan, and $19,800,000 to $25,600,000 for 
the 9/9 plan. Due recognition of the 
added costs taken into account in the 
above-mentioned submission compels 
us to project costs to station licensees 
on the order of the estimates of 
$28,000,000 to $43,600,000 in comparing 
the consequencs of a shift to 9 kHz 
spacing.

Cost to the Public
56. According to information we have 

received, there are approximately 
350,000,000 to 440,000,000 conventional 
(continuous mechanically tuned) 
receivers in the U.S. today. Commenting 
parties have indicated that 9 kHz would 
produce minimal effects on these 
receivers (apart from adjacent-channel 
interference which is discussed below).

57. Radio receivers using digital 
techniques to synthesize discrete 
channels from a single crystal frequency 
source have recently been introduced 
into the home and automobile broadcast 
receiver market. A synthesized receiver 
uniquely designed for 10 kHz spacing 
does not provide equivalent 
performance at 9 kHz spacing. T h e , 
Commission needs to take into account 
the fact that at least some of these 10 
kHz based synthesized receivers could 
be made obsolete by a shift to 9  kHz 
spacing. Several manufacturers of home 
and automobile AM raclios have 
commented on this matter during this 
proceeding. Also Frazier, Gross and 
Clay, Inc. discussed the subject in their 
previously mentioned study conducted 
for NAB.

58. The number of receivers that will 
remain in the public’s hands that will 
only be capable of satisfactorily 
operating on 10 kHz spacing only is not 
clear. The General Electric Co. states in 
its comments that the number will be 
several hundred thousand; Frazier, 
Gross and Clay estimate 2 million. The 
Electronics Industry Association 
estimated that one million non- 
switchable sets were in the hands of the

public by the end of 1979, with another 
million to follow by the middle of 1980. 
These receivers will not be completely 
unusable. As General Electric Co. noted 
in its comments, field tests have shown 
that stations detuned by 2 kHz are 
receivable on synthesized receivers 
without noticeable adverse effects. 
Stations detuned by 3 kHz are 
receivable, but the signal quality may 
not be acceptable to some listeners. 
Stations detuned by 4 kHz, or more, are 
effectively lost. This suggests that the 
receivers might be useable for stations 
that are shifted no more than 2 kHz in 
frequency. About 55 percent of the 
stations on the air could be received 
with about 45 percent no longer being 
receivable. Realistically, however, these 
sets could not be relied on for 
satisfactory AM reception. Estimates 
suggest that as much as $500 million in 
receivers would be affected. This is 
derived from the 2 million sets at an 
average price of $250.

59. Some manufacturers, cognizant of 
this ongoing proceeding, have 
anticipated the obsolescence possibility 
and incorporated a 9/10 kHz switch in 
their design so that the receiver can 
operate with either spacing. It is not 
clear how many sets have this 
capability.

Adjacent Channel Interference

60. D escription. Adjacent-channel 
interference is a condition that arises 
when a receiver tuned to a particular 
channel cannot satisfactorily reject a 
broadcast signal on an adjacent 
channel. The magnitude of the 
interference depends on the ratio of the 
field strength of the desired signal to the 
field strength of the undesired signal, the 
time-varying spectral energy distribution 
in each signal, the characteristics of the 
receiver employed, the response of the 
human ear, and the channel spacing.

61. A reduction in channel spacing 
would make it more difficult for a 
receiver to reject an adjacent channel 
signal. This interference could be 
noticeable in situations where the 
service areas of the desired and 
undesired stations are contiguous or 
nearly so.

62. A M  C hannel Spacing Task Force. 
In 1979 the Task Force considered the 
problem of determining the amount (or 
percentage) of service area that would 
be affected by adjacent-channel 
interference resulting from reduced 
channel spacing. Based on theoretical 
considerations and the comments 
submitted in the N otice o f Inquiry, The 
Task Force estimated that a figure of 5% 
appeared reasonable. The Task Force 
also noted that research suggested that
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internal receiver noise is higher than 
expected and the selectivity of most 
receivers is narrow in comparison to 
transmitted signals. It remarked that 
these results, taken together, appear to 
offset partially the consequences of a 
shift to 9 kHz. The Task Force also 
pointed out that losses occurring in 
remote areas would not likely be 
replaced by services on the new 
channels.

63. A dja cen t Channel Study. The 
estimate of 5% was criticized on the 
grounds that it was not based on a 
proper study of actual conditions. In 
response, a computer-aided study of 
four channels was performed with the’ 
results entered into the record and 
released for public comment.

64. Briefly, a computer was used to 
plot the daytime service and 
interference contours of the stations on 
four adjacent high-occupancy channels. 
Then, using criteria derived from an 
NTIA receiver study, comments in the 
N otice o f Inquiry, and the Commission’s 
technical rules, a detailed examination 
of the plots was made to determine how 
many and to what extent stations would 
receive adjacent-channel interference in 
their service areas as a result of reduced 
channel spacing. The study concluded 
that the estimated reduction in 
interference-free coverage that would 
result from 9 kHz channel spacing would 
average on the order of 2.4%.

65. The preceding discussion applies 
to daytime groundwave-to-groundwave 
interference only. Approximately 50% of 
all U.S. stations are required to go off 
the air at sunset; the remaining 50% 
generally have greatly reduced service 
areas due to the presence of co-channel 
skywave interference. Hence, 
groundwave-to-groundwave adjacent 
channel interference would not be a 
problem at night with a 9 kHz channel 
spacing plan.

66. A second part of the study 
examined the problem of nighttime 
skywave-to-groundwave adjacent- 
channel interference. It did this by 
comparing the predicted field strengths 
produced by several types of 5 kW and 
50 kW stations with the Commission’s 
interference criteria adjusted for 9 kHz. 
It determined that the limits on 
permissible interference would be 
exceeded only for Class I and II-A 
stations. The study pointed out that the 
Class I-A  stations have generally 
received exceptional protection for 
many years and would not likely be 
affected by adjacent-channel skywave 
interference. It also noted that the 
service areas of the Class II-A stations 
are limited by their co-channel Class I -  
A stations to such an extent that 
adjacent-channel skywave interference

would not be a problem. This left the 34 
Class I-B stations to be evaluated; the 
study concluded that some of them 
would receive adjacent-channel 
skywave interference if 9 kHz were 
adopted.

67. Industry comments have not been 
directed to the material contained in the 
interference studies but to the 
information it does not include. These 
comments note that the study did not 
adequately consider nighttime 
interference and second or third 
adjacent channel losses. They also 
assert that the study did not consider 
problems associated with a multiplicity 
of interfering signals or the fact that 
virtually all AM stations use audio 
processing. Commenters contend that 
more studies are needed before there 
could be a sound basis for reduced 
channel spacing. One station, WDBO, 
Orlando, Florida, offered an exhibit 
showing a large area it would lose to 
interference with 9 kHz spacing.

68. Evaluation. While the record 
indicates that affected stations would 
lose on the order of 2.4 to 5% of their 
service areas to adjacent channel 
interference, we are unable to treat this 
as an acceptable reduction, given the 
limitations, discussed elsewhere in this 
Report, on the benefits which 9 kHz 
spacing could be counted upon to 
produce. The service areas of most AM 
stations are already curtailed to a 
marked degree by die practice of 
crowding more and more stations into 
the limited spectrum space available. 
While the adoption of our “go-no-go” 
rules has somewhat arrested the rate at 
which the further crowding of the AM 
spectrum has been permitted in recent 
years, the fact remains that congestion 
in large areas where the largest 
concentrations of population are found 
is undesirably high. In these 
circumstances, the increment of 
interference indicated for 9 kHz spacing 
could not be justified, absent benefits 
much larger than those we have been 
able to project. We also note that the 
studies refer to average or overall 
losses. Losses in individual cases would 
vary and under some conditions, could 
greatly exceed the values shown.

Inter-Regional Heterodyne Interference
69. Heterodyne interference arises 

when two radio frequency carriers 
interact within a receiver to produce an 
audible tone (or whistle) with a 
frequency equal to the differen ce  in the 
frequencies of the radio signals. For 
example, two radio signals on 880 kHz 
and 884 kHz will, if sufficiently strong, 
interact within a receiver to produce a 4 
kHz (884 kHz—880 kHz= 4  kHz) tone in 
the receiver’s output. Similar tones are

produced by other combinations of radio 
frequencies.

70. Since Regions 1 and 3 have 
adopted 9 kHz spacings for MF 
broadcast channels, a consideration 
affecting the desirability of converting 
Region 2 to 9 kHz spacing is the question 
of whether that is called for in order to 
avoid inter-Regional heterodyne 
interference. Several factors make it 
premature to attempt to reach a 
conclusion at this stage.

71. First, there is little bases in 
experience for a definitive projection of 
long-range interference caused by 
stations operating on different channel
spacing plans. Inter-Regional 
interference attributable to a disparity 
in the spacings employed by different 
Regions may be expected to vary 
according to the phase of the 11-year 
sunspot cycle. We are now at the 
approximate peak of sunspot activity, 
and it will not be until the low point is 
approached in about five and a half 
years that it will be possible to 
determine from experience the 
maximum effect of the spacing disparity 
among Regions, assuming Region 2 
retains 10 kHz spacing.

72. The previous low point in sunspot 
activity occurred before Regions 1 and 3 
converted, in 1978, to uniform 9 kHz 
spacing. Previously, Regions 1 and 3 
used 8, 9, and 10 kHz spacings, and the 
distribution of channels under the new 
Region 1-3 Plan has created a different 
set of disparities than previously 
prevailed. Until fresh observations can 
be made at a time of lowered sunspot 
activity, it remains conjectural whether, 
and if so, to what extent the disparity in 
Regional channel spacings can cause 
serious problems.

73. Another present barrier to treating 
potential inter-Regional interference as 
a sufficient ground for incurring the 
heavy dislocations of shifting the United 
States and the rest of Region 2 to 9 kHz 
spacing is that it will require more study 
to establish acceptable norms for 
calculating signal propagation over the 
long inter-Regional paths. The fact that 
Regions 1 and 3 each use a differing 
basis, and that Region 2 proposes the 
use of a third variant, raises a problem 
which is made more difficult by some 
deficiencies which have been noted in 
the propagation models hitherto 
employed by I.T.U.

74. Another consideration is that 
individual adjustments in cases where 
significant inter-Regional interference is 
found to exist during lower phases of 
the sunspot cycle may be made through 
negotiations with the foreign 
Administration concerned, on the basis 
of protection, under the I.T.U.
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Convention and Radio Regulatons, 
against harmful interference. All the 
foregoing circumstances combine to 
make it premature to attempt to make 
the pertinent determinations at this time 
about inter-Regional interference 
attributable to spacing disparities. The 
indications available to us at this stage 
do not provide sufficient reason for 
shifting Region 2 to 9 kHz spacing.
AM Stereo/Audio Quality

75. According to material submitted 
by its proponents, it is unlikely that AM 
Stereo will be affected by 9 kHz channel 
spacing.

76. A udio Q u ality. The quality of 
service provided by any given station 
depends, for the most part, on the 
program source and the audio 
processing employed. These are 
independent of a station’s assigned 
radio frequency and would not be 
affected by a change in that frequency.

77. Under present rules any emission 
appearing on a frequency more than 
±15 kHz from a station’s carrier must 
be attenuated at least 25 dB. As a result, 
AM stations have an effective audio 
bandwidth of approximately 10 kHz. If 9 
kHz were adopted and as expected gave 
rise to an unacceptable level of 
adjacent-channel interference, it might 
prove necessary to impose some type of 
bandwidth limitation. That would 
reduce both stereo and audio quality if 
the limitation was substantial.

Economic Considerations
78. A report prepared by the Subgroup 

on Radio Spectrum Allocations of die 
Advisory Committee on radio 
broadcasting urges the Commission, 
among other things, to make more 
exhaustive studies of demand for 
additional stations and their economic 
viability before acting, finally, on 
proposals for 9 kHz spacing. However, 
the thrust of both these concerns— 
demand and viability—has been 
enormously diminished by the severe 
limitations which we have already 
noted on the numbers of new stations 
which conversion to 9 kHz spacing 
would make possible in the United 
States.

79. The needs which have been 
asserted on behalf of daytime-only 
stations, public radio and minorities 
alone aggregate on the order of four 
thousand additional unlimited-time 
stations. Our studies which show that 
hardly a tenth of these could be 
accommodated at best, and that that 
potential would be reduced by use of the 
new channels to deal with assignment 
incompatibilities between the U.S. and 
neighboring countries, and by due 
sharing of the new station potential with

them. So reduced, the increment of new 
unlimited-time assignments cannot be 
expected to approach a level which 
would warrant more exhaustive demand 
studies.

80. For similar reasons, we fail to find 
a need to undertake extensive studies of 
the question of the probable economic 
viability of new stations which 9 kHz 
spacing may make possible. Apart from 
the fact that the expectable increment of 
new assignments is tob small to warrant 
such study, we note that doing so would 
represent a radical departure from the 
basis on which entry into a broadcast 
market has been dealt with hitherto. It is 
only in the context of particular 
applications, and on the basis of the 
known specifics of actual cases, that the 
Commission, pursuant to the C arroll 
decision, 258 F.2d 440 (D.C. Cir., 1958), 
has considered the question of whether 
increasing the numbers of existing 
stations would disserve the public. It is 
argued that where the Commission 
contemplates an action which would 
enlarge the spectrum resources 
available for new stations, by creating 
12 new channels, the question of 
viability of the new operations and its 
bearing on the public interest should 
first be determined. But this would be a 
departure from policy followed when 
the TV band was greatly expanded in 
1952 by adding 70 new channels to the 
previously available 12 VHF channels, 
or when the frequencies available for 
FM broadcasting were substantially 
expanded to the present 100 channels.

81. It, moreover, would reverse field 
drastically at this stage for the 
Commission to condition its decisions 
on the allocation of spectrum for 
broadcast use upon its attempts to 
determine generally whether hew 
entrants (or, in some cases, daytime- 
only stations going unlimited-time) 
would provide competitive economic 
burdens which would predictably and 
significantly curtail broadcast service. 
The C arroll decision recognized the 
difficulty of making the case, even given 
the specifics of an actual situation. The 
possibility of reliably predicting the 
economic and consequent program 
service effects over the country as a 
whole from the addition of a limited 
number of stations in unidentified 
communities is far smaller. Moreover, to 
attempt it would be to set aside the 
emphasis which the Commission has 
increasignly placed on the preferability 
of permitting the marketplace to govern 
the resolution of questions of this kind. 
We do not here pursue this matter in 
more detail, having in any event decided 
on other grounds against seeking the 
conversion of 10 kHz spacing to 9 kHz.

Implementation of a 9 kHz Plan

82. There is general agreement that if 
a 9 kHz is adopted it would have to be 
implemented using a phased block-shift 
approach. That is, all of the stations on 
a particular channel would shift in a 
block to a new channel. Groups of 
channels would shift frequencies on 
different days with the result that the 
new plan would be phased in over a 
priod of time.

83. There is a possibility that some 
stations would have to change 
frequency twice. Existing stations that 
were to be assigned to one of the new 
vacant channels could conceivably have 
to first shift frequency with the other 
stations on its original channel, and 
later shift again to its permanent 
frequency.

84. No way has yet been found to 
avoid an extensive and burdensome 
disruption to AM broadcast services 
over a necessarily long period which 
would be required for the progressive 
conversion to 9 kHz-spaced channels, 
given limitations upon the numbers of 
consulting engineers experienced in this 
field. Steps to reduce or limit increases 
in adjacent-channel interference—  such 
as reducing the permitted bandwidth of 
emissions—would reduce the fidelity of 
AM broadcasts at a time when AM 
licensees are having to consider such 
possibilities as AM stereo to counter 
FM’s competitive advantages.

Intra-Regional Incompatibilities

85. We have already noted that the 
potential of the “new” 9 kHz-spaced 
channels for establishing additional 
unlimited-time assignments would be 
sharply curtailed, in all probability, by 
their use to reduce incompatibilities 
among station assignments in the United 
States and neighboring countries. Yet, 
this resource would fall far short of the 
need.

86. This is illustrated by the problems 
created by the notification, by Cuba, of 
plans to increase its AM station 
assignments to 180, and to employ 50 
kW or more for at least six of them. 
Interference from Cuban AM stations 
has already been recognized as a 
problem for U.S. stations, and the 
projected Cuban proposal for additional 
facilities at higher powers magnifies it 
still further.

87. It has become apparent in initial 
efforts to deal with this matter through 
discussions with Cuban representatives 
that more promise for the resolution, or 
at least the reduction of the interference 
problem lies in the development of plans 
to meet Cuban broadcast needs through 
the use of stations with lower power
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than was originally proposed, and by 
taking advantage of the possibilities for 
employing directional arrays which 
satisfy Cuban needs without the serious 
impact on U.S. broadcasting which the 
earlier Cuban projections would cause. 
Such means as these, coupled with 
appropriate adjustment of frequency 
assignments where reasonably called 
for, furnish a more desirable means of 
tackling the problem of incompatibilities 
than the use of possible new channels 
inadequate for this purpose.

88. The problem of incompatibilities 
between the United States and Canada 
appears to be less extensive than in the 
case of Cuba; and it appears preferable 
to approach them through the 
negotiation of adjustments of 10 kHz
spaced assignments rather than by the 
much more costly and generally 
disruptive method of shifting AM 
broadcasting in toto to 9 kHz-spaced 
channels. Similarly, there appears to be 
little warrant for a shift to 9 kHz spacing 
to accommodate needs in Puerto Rico.

Other Matters
89. In seeking comments on the 

advantages and disadvantages of 9 kHz 
spacing, the Commission asked, among 
other things, for comments on how the 
use of the twelve new channels might 
best be allocated. This embraced both 
the question of the powers and 
protections against interference which it 
would be desirable to provide for 
stations on the new channels, and the 
question of whether the threshold 
requirements of Section 73.37(e) of our 
rules should be changed. The first 
question is mooted by our decision 
looking toward the retention of 10 kHz 
spacing. Helpful comments submitted 
both in Docket 79-164 and in reports 
prepared by the Advisory Committee on 
Radio Broadcasting concerning Section 
73.37(e) will be borne in mind in our 
separate review of existing AM 
allocations rules. We are appreciative of 
the light they shed on the question, but, 
in the circumstances, do not find it 
appropriate to evaluate them in the 
instant proceeding.

Conclusions
90. We have been much aided, in 

reexamining the pro’s and con's of 9 kHz 
spacing, by the comments filed on the 
subject in this proceeding and in the 
general Inquiry on the Region 2 
Conference, Docket 79-166, and by the 
reports prepared by participants in the 
work of the Advisory Committee on 
Radio Broadcasting. We have expressly 
noted in this R eport and O rder only 
those matters which we believe bear 
most directly and most significantly on 
the choice between retaining 10 kHz

spacing or shifting to 9 kHz. 
Consideration has, however, been given 
to all pertinent submissions, and we are 
appreciative of the help they have 
provided.

91. The reasons for qur conclusion 
that 10 kHz spacing should be retained 
have already been stated. We have been 
unable to find benefits commensurate 
with the costs and disadvantages of the 
shift. The essential gain from 9 kHz 
spacing would be twelve new channels 
within the present AM band which 
could be used to resolve 
incompatibilities and aid unlimited-time 
stations. The potential yield of spectrum 
resources for these purposes is 
disappointingly small and inadequate 
for either need.

92. Preclusions forced by heavy 
occupancy of channels adjacent to the 
new channels limit the range of their 
usefulness. They limit not only the 
numbei'S and facilities of occupants of 
the new channels, but also their 
locations. Neither the problem of 
incompatibilities nor the needs for 
additional unlimited-time stations could 
be met by the new channels even if they 
were all devoted to either use. The 
contribution they could make could not 
obviate the need for moderation of 
power and signal directionalization, 
along with assignment adjustments in 
the case of incompatibilities, or for the 
eventual use of the added AM broadcast 
frequencies authorized by WARC-79 for 
new stations.

93. The cost of limited alleviation of
either problem would include severe 
and prolonged disruption of AM service, 
countrywide and to an extent 
Regionwide, curtailments of existing AM 
service on an unacceptable scale, 
deteriorated fidelity as the price of 
limiting such service curtailment, 
unjustifiably heavy financial costs to 
industry, and unwarranted financial 
burden on the public through the forced 
obsolescence of millions of dollars 
worth of digital receivers. _

94. Absent alternative remedies and 
resources for meeting the needs to 
which the new channels could 
contribute partial solutions, the balance 
might fall otherwise. Given the 
preferable alternatives mentioned, the 
costs and disadvantages of a shift to 9 
kHz are excessive when compared with 
the potential benefits, and, in our view, 
call for the retention of 10 kHz spacing.

95. Accordingly, it is ordered, 
pursuant to authority found in section 4
(i) and (j) and section 403 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, That, this proceeding is 
terminated.

Federal Communications Commission. 
William J. Tricarico,
Secretary.
Joint Dissenting Statement of Commissioners 
Anne P. Jones and Joseph R. Fogarty
August 4,1981.
In Re: 9 vs. 10 kHz Channel Spacing for AM 

Radio Broadcasting
We dissent from the Commission’s decision 

to recommend to the Department of State that 
the U.S. position at the Regional 
Administrative MF Broadcasting Conference 
for Region 2 be that AM broadcasting 
channel spacing remain at 10 kHz. Based 
upon the analysis which follows, we believe 
that a 9 kHz spacing plan is more desirable.

Three basic questions must be answered to 
decide the 9 kHz vs. 10 kHz issue: what 
opportunity is created by moving from 10 kHz 
to a 9 kHz spacing; what is the cost of moving 
to 9 kHz; and what is the risk of not moving 
to 9 kHz.

In terms of the opportunity created, twelve 
new radio channels would be made available 
by moving to 9 kHz. The public interest could 
be served in many ways with this new 
resource. Any specific allocation would 
require a further Commission proceeding, 
and, of course, all interested parties would be 
given a full opportunity to comment at that 
time.

Many of the possible uses for this new 
resource would benefit existing broadcasters. 
Such uses could include increasing the 
evening power of some existing local 
stations, enabling some existing local 
daytime stations to assume fulltime 
operations, resolving some difficult 
interference-problems between existing 
stations and allowing more flexibility in 
frequency coordination with other countries 
in the Western hemisphere.

It is certain that some new station 
opportunities would also be created. These 
openings could be used to increase program 
diversity by authorizing more public radio 
stations and by allowing additional 
opportunities for minority ownership. These 
are highly significant benefits, sadly 
undervalued by the majority's decision. In an 
era in which the Commission is ostensibly 
moving with firm conviction toward 
deregulation in deference to competitive 
marketplace forces, it is disquieting to see a 
majority balk at the prospect of lowering 
entry barriers and providing opportunities for 
additional competition in broadcasting.

The two groups who would be required to 
pay for the creation of this new resource 
would be the owners of existing radio 
stations and some owners of existing radio 
receivers. The effect upon neither of these 
two groups is prohibitive.

To implement a 9 kHz spacing plan, 
changes must be made to the transmitters 
and antennas of most existing AM radio 
stations. Various estimates have been made 
for the total cost of these changes, but the 
highest estimate, submitted by a consultant 
to the National Association of Broadcasters, 
is 28 million dollars (assuming that no station 
shifts by more than 4 kHz). For an industry of 
about 4,600 existing AM radio stations, this is 
about six thousand dollars per station.
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It has also been claimed that there would 
be substantial non-technical costs to existing 
stations associated with a change to 9 kHz. 
Included here might be the cost for new 
stationery and business cards which indicate 
the new frequency, advertisement of the 
frequency change to the public and related 
activities. While such costs might not be 
trivial, the claims appear to be exaggerated 
and the costs inflated especially when 
compared to the public interest benefit being 
traded off.

Assuming that all of the spectrum resource 
created by the shift to 9 kHz were used for 
new stations (which is highly unlikely), 
openings for about 200 higher-power stations 
mightbe created, while openings for as many 
a 1,400 lower-power stations might be 
possible. Assuming that opportunities for 500 
new stations were created at a cost of 28 
million dollars to existing stations, the cost 
per opening created would be $56,000. 
Comparable existing stations sell for many 
times this amount, with most of this selling 
price relating more to the value of the license 
than to the capital investment, so this cost 
per new station opportunity created is 
reasonable.

Of course, this example represents the 
most extreme situation, in which one group, 
the existing stations, create the resource 
solely for the use of another group, the new 
stations. But even an action by the 
Commission with this result would be well 
within its discretion and precedent. Licenses 
to use the radio spectrum are granted subject 
to rules and conditions designed to optimize 
the public benefit to be derived from the 
spectrum overall. Existing stations do not 
have a fee simple absolute claim upon the 
spectrum, nor may they regard the allocation 
and assignment status quo as a closed 
private preserve, fenced to prevent trespass 
by new competition.

Further, the average cost of six thousand 
dollars per existing station to create the 
resource is merely that—an average. Smaller 
stations, which generally may be less capable 
of paying for equipment modifications, would 
pay much less, since the changes which 
would be required to their transmitters and 
antennas would be relatively simple. Finally, 
many of the technical changes required for 9 
kHz are similar to those required for AM 
stereo. If AM stereo and 9 kHz spacing were 
instituted at the same time, then the costs 
attributable to either would be reduced 
substantially.

Indeed, what may be lost in the majority’s 
decision today to recommend remaining at 10 
kHz is the opportunity to examine AM radio 
in a more fundamental way, taking into 
account the benefits to be derived from 9 
kHz, from stereo, and other developments 
which may be vital to the continued 
commercial viability of AM radio. While the 
majority appears to regard a move to 9 kHz 
as an assault on AM radio’s viability, it may 
prove to have been its last salvation.

The second group which would be required 
to pay for a change to 9 kHz are owners of 
existing radio receivers. There are about 400 
million continuously-tuned receivers in the 
United States. These receivers would 
continue to tune at the 9 kHz spacing, 
although there would be a small loss of
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listeners to existing stations due to increased 
adjacent channel interference (the best 
estimates are less than one percent).

However, there are now between one and 
two million receivers with digitally- 
synthesized tuning which will not work with 
the 9 kHz spacing. The current economic 
value of these receivers is perhaps more than 
ten times the estimated cost of bringing AM 
broadcast stations into conformity with the 9 
kHz spacing plan. The Commission could 
reduce the economic impact of a 9 kHz 
spacing decision on the owners of these 
receivers by allowing time for a substantial 
amortization of this investment before 
converting to 9 kHz.

We note that some far-sighted 
manufacturers have been including a 
customer-operable switch which allows for a 
change between a 9 kHz and 10 kHz mode of 
operation. Despite today’s majority decision 
we would strongly encourage all 
manufacturers to include such a switch in the 
future. If this is not done, and if such 
receivers grow in popularity (as is likely), 
then it will become increasingly difficult to 
change to a 9 kHz spacing plan in the future, 
since the value of such receivers owned by 
consumers will be much greater than it is 
now.

There is a risk involved in retaining the 10 
kHz spacing plan, and it is possible that the 
Commission may have to recommend a 9 kHz 
spacing within a few years.

Regions I and III of the World (including 
Europe, Africa, Asia, and Australia) are now 
on a 9 kHz spacing plan. With Region II (the 
Americas) on a 10 kHz spacing, the radio 
frequency carriers in the two plans will 
interact to produce audible “whistle” of one 
to nine kilohertz superimposed upon the 
reception of desired stations. If this 
interference occurs at an objectionable level, 
it will be virtually impossible to filter out, 
and the only feasible solution will be to 
institute a 9 kHz spacing.

No one knows how serious this problem 
may become. Sunspot activity is now high, 
but will be at the lowest point in its 12 year 
cycle in about 1984-1988. As sunspot activity 
decreases, and as stations in Regions I and II 
increase their power (as many may), the 
probability increases for interference with 10 
kHz-spaced stations in Region II.

The various models which predict/radio 
wave propagation over long distances tend to 
indicate that heterodyne interference will 
become a serious problem. But during the last 
sunspot minimum, stations in Europe and 
Africa were on a 9 kHz spacing, and there 
were no known reports of heterodyne 
interference in this country. There are a 
number of explanations for this disparity. 
Some give more comfort to the 10 kHz 
decision than do others.

It may be simply that the models which 
predict serious interference are wrong. On 
the other hand, during the last sunspot 
minimum some of the European and African 
stations were at lower powers than they are 
now or may be in the future. Alternatively, 
many stations may not have been operated 
after about 1 a.m. local time, which means 
that they would not have been in operation 
after nightfall in the United States, the time of 
greatest susceptibility to heterodyne
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interference. These explanations are not 
completely comforting, since they imply that 
the present interference protection of AM 
radio stations in this country may depend 
upon operating decisions of foreign radio 
stations, decisions over which we may have 
very little control or influence.

Another possible explanation is that 
heterodyne interference was present, but 
simply was not reported, because there are 
actually far fewer listeners in the outer 
segments of existing AM stations protected 
coverage areas than is usually assumed. This 
may imply that existing protected coverage 
areas are larger than they should be, and that 
even if we retain a 10 kHz spacing, resources 
for new stations could still be created by 
reducing these protected coverage areas 
appropriately. Perhaps heterodyne 
interference, or rather the lack of its being 
reported, will provide the experimental 
evidence which will help us to make this 
determination.

In any case, even assuming that heterodyne 
interference has a low probability of 
occurrence at a serious level (which may not 
be true), such interference will be a very 
difficult problem to solve if it does occur.
This will be especially true to the extent that 
digitally-synthesized receivers which only 
operate at a 10 kHz spacing proliferate.

Common sense favors risk aversion—we 
should be willing to pay a moderate amount 
with certainty rather than run even a low risk 
of paying a much larger amount. An obvious 
example of risk aversion is the purchase of 
insurance. We believe that the Commission—  
and the industry—should have made the 
decision to “purchase” insurance against 
heterodyne interference. The “premium”, in 
effect, would have been paid by the existing 
AM broadcasters—the very group who 
should pay, since, in the commercial sense, 
they would have been the main beneficiaries.

Taking into account all of the benefits, 
costs and risks involved to all of the parties 
affected by this decision, we believe that 9 
kHz would have been the better choice, and 
according:

We dissent.
[FR Doc. 81-32929 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET

Office of Federal Procurement Policy

48 CFR Parts 22,37, and 49

Application of Labor Laws to 
Government Acquisitions, Dismantling, 
Demolition or Removal of 
Improvements, and Contract 
Termination Clauses

AGENCY: Office of Federal Procurement 
Policy, Office of Management and 
Budget.



56224 Federal Register /  VoL 46, No. 220 /  Monday, November 16, 1981 /  Proposed Rules

ACTION: Notice of Availability and 
request for comment on draft Federal 
Acquisition Regulations.

SUMMMARY: The Office of Federal 
Procurement Policy is making available 
for public and Government agency 
review and comment a segment of the 
draft Federal Acquisition Regulation 
(FAR). Availability of additional 
segments for comment will be 
announced on later dates. The FAR is 
being developed to replace the current 
system of procurement regulations.

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before January 6,1982.

ADDRESS: Obtain copies of the draft 
regulation from and submit comments to 
William Maraist, Assistant 
Administrator for Regulations, Office of 
Federal Procurement Policy, 726 Jackson 
Place, N.W., Room 9025, Washington,
D.C. 20503. Federal agency requests 
must be directed to the FAR Agency 
Contact Point (see Federal Register, Vol. 
46, No. 50, March 16,1981, p. 16818 for 
list).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William Maraist, (202) 395-3300.

SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: Hie 
fundamental purposes of the FAR are to 
reduce proliferation of regulations: to 
eliminate conflicts and redundancies; 
and to provide an acquisition regulation 
that is simple, clear and understandable. 
The intent is not to create new policy. 
However, because new policies may 
arise concurrently with the FAR project, 
the notice of availability of draft 
regulations will summarize the section 
or part available for review and 
describe any new policies therein.

The following parts of the draft 
Federal Acquisition Regulation are 
available upon request for public and 
Government agency review and 
comment1

'Filed as a part of the original document

Part 22—Application of Labor Laws to 
Government Acquisitions

Subpart 22.1—B a sic Labor P o licies

This subpart prescribes general 
policies including labor relations and 
related contract pricing and 
administration, reporting labor disputes, 
removal of items from contractors’ 
facilities affected by work stoppages, 
cooperation with Federal and State 
agencies responsible for enforcing labor 
requirements, and overtime policies.

Subpart 22J2—C on vict Labor

This subpart contains the policies and 
procedures controlling the employment 
of prison inmates in the performance of 
Government contracts.

Subpart 22.2—Contract W ork H ours and  
S a fety  Standards A c t

This subpart prescribes policies and 
procedures for implementing the 
statutory requirement that no laborer or 
mechanic under the contract shall be 
required or permitted to work more than 
8 hours a day or 40 hours a week unless 
paid 1 Vi times the basic rate of pay for 
such additional time.

Subpart 22.6— W alsh-H ealey P u b lic  
Contracts A ct

This subpart implements the statutory 
requirements that all contracts for the 
manufacture or furnishing of materials 
in excess of $10,000 shall be with 
manufacturers or regular dealers and 
shall include required representations 
regarding minimum wages, maximum 
hours, child labor, convict labor, and 
safe and sanitary working conditions.

Subpart 22.9—N ondiscrim ination  
B ecause o f A ge

This subpart implements Executive 
Order 11141, February 12,1964, which 
prohibits discrimination because of age 
on work under Government contracts.

Subpart 22.13—D isa b led  and Vietnam  
Era Veterans

This subpart implements the Vietnam 
Era Veterans Readjustment Assistance 
Act of 1972, Executive Order 11701 (Jan. 
24,1973), and the applicable regulations 
of the Secretary of Labor.
Subpart 22.14—Em ploym ent o f the 
H andicapped

This subpart implements Section 503 
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 
Executive Order 11758 (Jan. 15,1974), 
and the applicable regulations of the 
Secretary of Labor.

The FAR will not cover the Williams- 
Steiger Occupational Safety and Health 
Act of 1978 or the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938. The Department of Labor is 
responsible for their administration and 
enforcement. Department of Labor 
regulations are contained in Titles 29 
and 49 respectively of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. These regulations 
are applicable to all businesses that 
affect interstate conpnerce, regardless of 
whether or not they have Government 
contracts. Therefore, it is not necesssary 
to repeat these regulations in the FAR. 
Part 37—Service Contracting
Subpart 37.3—D ism antling, D em olition  
or R em oval o f Im provem ents

This subpart prescribes procedures for 
contracting for dismantling or 
demolition of buildings, ground 
improvements, and other real property 
structures and for the removal of such 
structures or portions of them.
Part 49—Termination of Contracts
Subpart 49.5—Contract Term ination 
C la u ses

This subpart prescribes the principal 
contract termination clauses. It states 
that, in appropriate cases, agencies may 
authorize the use of special purpose 
clauses, if consistent with the FAR.

Dated: November 10,1981.
LeRoy J. Haugh,
Associate Adm instratorfor Regulatory 
Policies and Practices.
(FR Doc. 81-32956 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILU N G  CO DE 3110-01-M
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Monday, November 16, 1981

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing in this section.

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION

SES Performance Review Board 
Appointments

AGENCY: Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation.
ACTION: Notice of SES Performance 
Review Board Appointments.

SUMMARY: This notice provides the 
names of those individuals who have 
been appointed by the Chairman of the 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation to serve as members of the 
SES Performance Review Board. 
Pursuant to the Memorandum of 
Understanding between the Advisory 
Council and the Department of the 
Interior, the SES Performance Appraisal 
Plan for the Department has been 
adopted for use by the Council. The 
Performance Review Board will review 
the appraisal, award, and bonus 
recommendations for the SES members 
of the Council staff, and recommend 
final action to the Chairman. This notice 
is processed on behalf of the Advisory 
Council, as required by 5 U.S.C. 
4314(c)(4).
DATE: These appointments j&re effective 
on October 16,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jay L. Gerst, Personnel Officer, Office of 
the Secretary, (PMO-P), Department of 
the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240, 
Telephone number: 343-6702.

The names of the members of the SES 
Performance Review Board are:
Bruce Blanchard (Career), Director, Office of 

Environmental Project Review, Department 
of the Interior.

Jack Galuardi (Career), Acting Commissioner, 
Public Buildings Service, General Services 
Administration

Gerald M. Wallette (Non-Federal), Member, 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation.

Dated: November 3,1981.
Richard R. Hite,
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary— 
Policy, Budget and Administration.
[FR Doc. 81-32725 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 ami 

BILLING CODE 4310-10-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service

Advisory Committee on Swine Health 
Protection; Meeting
AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of a meeting of the 
Secretary’s Advisory Committee on 
Swine Health Protection.

s u m m a r y : The purpose of this document 
is to give notice of a meeting of the 
Secretary’s Advisory Committee on 
Swine Health Protection. This will be 
the initial meeting of the Committe. 
PLACE, DATE, AND TIME OF MEETING: 
Room 4306, Agriculture South Building, 
United States Department of 
Agriculture, 14th and Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC, 
December 3,1981 from 8:15 a.m. to 4:30 
p.m. and December 4,1981 from 8:15 
a.m. to 12 noon.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. Robert D. Good, Staff Veterinarian, 
Swine and Poultry Diseases Staff, 
APHIS, VS, Federal Building, Room 841, 
Hyattsville, Maryland 20782, 301-436- 
8438.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of the Committee is to advise 
the Secretary of Agriculture concerning 
matters within the scope of the Swine 
Health Protection Act, including the 
evaluation of State programs for 
purposes of section 10 of the Act and 
assuring effective coordination among 
State programs and Federal and State 
programs concerning the treatment of 
garbage fed to swine.

The purpose of this meeting is for th e . 
Committee to become familiar with the 
Swine Health Protection Act and the 
regulations the Department is 
considering to propose to implement the 
Act. The meeting will particularly focus 
on means of coordination between State 
programs and Federal and State 
programs for regulating the treatment of 
garbage to be fed to swine.

The meeting is o -̂en to the public. 
Written statements concerning these 
matters may be filed with the committee 
before or at the time of the meeting.

Written statements may be forwarded 
to Dr. Robert D. Good, Staff 
Veterinarian, Swine and Poultry 
Diseases Staff, APHIS, VS, Federal 
Building, Room 841, Hyattsville, MD 
20782, 301-436-8438.

Dated: November 10,1981.
C. W. McMillan,
Assistant Secretary fo r M arketing and 
Inspection Services.
[FR Doc. 81-32960 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board

[Docket No.19-81]

Proposed Foreign-Trade Zone; 
Memphis, Tenn.; Application and 
Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that an 
application has been submitted to the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the Board) 
by the City of Memphis requesting 
authority to establish a general-purpose 
foreign-trade zone in Memphis, within 
the Memphis Customs port of entry. The 
application was submitted pursuant to 
the provisions of the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Act of 1934, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 81a-81u), and the regulations of 
the Board (15 CFR Part 400). It was 
formally filed on November 5,1981. The 
applicant is authorized to make this 
proposal under Chapter 207 of the 
Private Acts of Tennessee (1959) and 
Chapter 411 (Senate Bill $73) of the 
Public Acts of Tennessee (1981).

The applicant proposes to establish a 
foreign-trade zone project for the 
Memphis-Shelby County area with 
facilities at the 2000-acre President’s 
Island industrial park complex and at 
Memphis International Airport. The 
Shelby County government is 
cooperating with the City in the 
proposal because it is a part of the 
overall economic development plan to 
help attract trade and industry to the 
area. The President’s Island site covers 
22 acres on two parcels at the 
intersection of Port Street and Channel 
Avenue with direct access to Mississippi 
River transportation. A 20,000 square
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foot warehouse will be used for initial 
zone operations with 20-acres of open 
space reserved for firms requiring their 
own facilities and for future 
development. The Memphis-Shelby 
County Port Commission will administer 
the President’s Island site. The airport 
site covers 10 acres at Republican and 
Tchulahoma Roads, Memphis. This 
facility will be developed and operated 
by the Memphis Airport Authority to 
serve air cargo related business.

The application contains evidence of 
the need for zone services in the 
Memphis-Shelby County area. 
Prospective tenants have indicated an 
interest in using the zone for processing, 
packaging, storage and distribution of 
products such as diesel engines and 
components, turbine pumps, commercial 
fish netting, wood products, consumer 
electronics, home decorations, craft 
materials, gloves and toys.

In accordance with the Board’s 
regulations, an examiners committee 
has been appointed to investigate the 
application and report to the Board. The 
committee consists of: John J. Da Ponte, 
Jr. (Chairman), Director, Foreign-Trade 
Zones Staff, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230;
Max G. Willis, District Director, U.S. 
Customs Service, Region V, Room 244, 
423 Canal Street, New Orleans, 
Louisiana 70130; and Colonel John F. 
Hatch, Jr., District Engineer, U.S. Army 
Engineer District Memphis, 668 Clifford 
Davis Federal Building, Memphis, 
Tennessee 38103.

As part of its investigation, the 
examiners committee will hold a public 
hearing on December 9,1981, beginning 
at 9:00 a.m., in the City Council 
Chambers, City Hall, 125 N. Mid 
American Mall, Memphis, Tennessee 
38103. The purpose of the hearing is to 
help inform interested persons about the 
proposal, to provide an opportunity for 
their expression of views, and to obtain 
information useful to the examiners.

Interested parties are invited to 
present their views at the hearing. They 
should notify the Board’s Executive 
Secretary of their desire to be heard in 
writing at the address below or by 
phone (202/377-2862) by November 23, 
198l! Instead of an oral presentation, 
written statements may be submitted in 
accordance with the Board’s regulations 
to the examiners committee, care of the 
Executive Secretary, at any time from 
the date of this notice through January 8, 
1982. Evidence submitted during the 
post-hearing period is not desired unless 
it is clearly shown that the matter is 
new and material and that there are 
good reasons why it could not be 
presented at the hearing. A copy of the

application and accompanying exhibits 
will be available during this time for 
public inspection at each of the 
following locations:
U.S. Department of Commerce District 

Office, 147 Jefferson Avenue, Room 
710, Memphis, Tennessee 38103 

Office of the Executive Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Room 2006, 
14th and E Streets NW., Washington, 
D .C.20230.
Dated: November 9,1981.

John J. Da Ponte, Jr.,
Executive Secretary, Foreign-Trade Zones 
Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32947 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

[Docket No. 20-81]

Proposed Foreign-Trade Zone; 
Nashville, Tenn.; Application and 
Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that an 
application has been submitted to the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the Board) 
by the Metropolitan-Nashville Davidson 
County Port Authority requesting 
authority to establish a general-purpose 
foreign-trade zone in Nashville, within 
the Nashville Customs port of entry. The 
application was submitted pursuant to 
the provisions of the Foreigh-Trade 
Zones Act of 1934, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 81a-81u), and the regulations of 
the Board (15 CFR Part 400). It was 
formally filed on November 6,1981. The 
applicant is authorized to make this 
proposal under Section 7-5-107(6), 
Tennessee Code Annotated.

The applicant proposes to establish a 
foreign-trade zone project for the 
Nashville area with sites downtown and 
at the Cockrill Bend development. As 
part of regional economic development 
efforts, the project is designed to help 
improve the area’s international 
business climate. The downtown facility 
covers 2.5 acres within the Cowan 
Industrial Park, 811 Cowan Street, 
Nashville, and has a 40,000 square foot 
warehouse for initial zone operations. 
This site will be operated by Ozbum 
Hessey Storage Company. The Cockrill 
Bend facility covers 65 acres within a 
planned 2000-acre industrial complex 
that will include an airport and barge 
terminals. Development of this project 
will be the responsibility of the 
applicant.

The application contains evidence of 
the need for zone services in th e. 
Nashville area. Prospective tenants have 
indicated an interest in using zone 
procedures for manufacturing, assembly,

inspection, repackaging and storing of 
products such as engine and machinery 
parts, auto components, wiper blades, 
hose clamps, electronic-optical systems, 
fabric, apparel, footwear, plastic and 
silk flowers and gift wrap trim.

In accordance with the Board’s 
regulations, an examiners committee 
has been appointed to investigate the 
application and report to the Board. The 
committee consists of: John J. Da Ponte, 
Jr. (Chairman), Director, Foreign-Trade 
Zones Staff, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230,
Max G. Willis, District Director, U.S. 
Customs Service, Region V, Room 244, 
423 Canal Street, New Orleans,
Louisiana 70130; and Colonel Lee W. 
Tucker, District Engineer, U.S. Army 
Engineer District Nashville, P.O. Box 
1070, Nashville, Tennessee 37202.

As part of its investigation, the 
examiners committee will hold a public 
hearing on December 10,1981, beginning 
at 9:00 a.m., in Room 30, Legislative 
Plaza, 6th and Union Streets, Nashville, 
Tennessee. The purpose of the hearing is 
to help inform interested persons about 
the proposal, to provide an opportunity 
for their expression of views, and to 
obtain information useful to the 
examiners.

Interested parties are invited to 
present their views at the hearing. They 
should notify the Board’s Executive 
Secretary of their desire to be heard in 
writing at the address below or by 
phone (202/377-2862) by November 24,
1981. Instead of an oral presentation, 
written statements may be submitted in 
accordance with the Board’s regulations 
to the examiners committee, care of the 
Executive Secretary, at any time from 
the date of this notice through January 9,
1982. Evidence submitted during the 
post-hearing period is not desired unless 
it is clearly shown that the matter is 
new and material and that there are 
good reasons why it could not be 
presented at the hearing. A copy of the 
application and accompanying exhibits 
will be available during this time for 
public inspection at each of the 
following locations:
U.S. Department of Commerce Satellite 

Office, Room 1024, Andrew Jackson 
Office Building, Nashville, Tennessee 
37219.

Office of the Executive Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Room 2006, 
14th and E Streets, N'.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20230.
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Dated: November 10,1981.
John J. Da Ponte, Jr.,
Executive Secretary, Foreign-Trade Zones 
Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32946 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 3510-25-M

International Trade Administration

Clear Sheet Glass From Italy; 
Preliminary Results of Administrative 
Review of Antidumping Finding
AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of Preliminary Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding.

s u m m a r y : The Department of 
Commerce has conducted an 
administrative review of the 
antidumping finding on clear sheet glass 
from Italy. The review covers the five 
known exporters of tl?is merchandise to 
the United States for various periods 
through November 30,1980.

As a result of this review, the 
Department has preliminarily 
determined to assess dumping duties for 
individual exporters equal to the 
differences between the United States 
price and foreign market value on each 
of their shipments during the periods of 
review. Where company-supplied 
information was inadequate or no 
information was received, the 
Department has used the best 
information available. Interested parties 
are invited to comment on these 
preliminary results.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Brian D. Kelly or David R. Chapman, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-2923/2657).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
On December 9,1971, the Treasury 

Department published in the Federal 
Register (36 FR 23360) an antidumping 
finding with respect to clear sheet glass 
from Italy (T.D. 71-294). On January 1, 
1980, the provisions of title I of the 
Trade Agreements Act of 1979 became 
effective. Title I replaced the provisions 
of the Antidumping Act of 1921 ("the 
1921 Act”) with a new title VII to the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (“the Tariff Act”). On 
January 2,1980, the authority for 
administering the antidumping duty law 
was transferred from the Department of 
the Treasury to the Department of 
Commerce ("the Department”). The 
Department published in the Federal

Register of March 28,1980 (45 FR 20511- 
20512) a notice of intent to conduct 
administrative reviews of all 
outstanding dumping findings. As 
required by section 751 of the Tariff Act, 
the Department has conducted an 
administrative review of the finding on 
clear sheet glass from Italy. The 
substantive provisions of the 1921 Act 
and the appropriate Customs Service 
regulations apply to all unliquidated 
entries made prior to January 1,1980.

Scope of the Review
Imports covered by this review are 

shipments of clear sheet glass from 
Italy, currently classifiable under 
various provisions of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (TSUSA), ranging from item 
numbers 543.2100 through 543.3100.

The Department knows of a total of 
five Italian firms which have engaged in 
the manufacture and exportation of 
clear sheet glass to the United States. 
Three of these firms have not exported 
clear sheet glass to the United States 
since the period covered by the fair 
value investigation. The estimated 
deposit rate for these firms shall be the 
most recent information for each firm. 
The other two exporters did not answer 
our questionnaire for the periods during 
which they had shipments. For these 
nonresponsive exporters we used the 
best information available to determine 
the assessment and estimated deposit 
rates. The best information available is 
the most recent rate for each of the 
firms.
Preliminary Results of the Review

As a result of our review, we 
preliminarily determine that the 
following margins exist:

Exporter Time period
Mar
gin

(per
cent)

Società Italiano Vetro..... ............. 1/1/74-11/30/80 19.62
1/1/74-11/30/80 44.58

Vetreria Italiana Balzaretti-Modi-
5/1/70-11/30/80 •37.40
7/1/71-11/30/80 >43.90
5/1/70-11/30/80 •59.80

1 No shipments during period.

Interested parties may submit written 
comments on these preliminary results 
on or before December 16,1981 and may 
request disclosure and/or a hearing on 
or before December 1,1981. The 
Department will publish the final results 
of the administrative review including 
the results of its analysis of any such 
comments or hearing.

The Department shall determine and 
the U.S. Customs Service shall assess 
dumping duties on all entries made with

purchase dates during the time periods 
involved. The Department will issue 
appraisement instructions separately on 
each exporter directly to the Customs 
Service.

Further, as provided for by § 353.48(b) 
of the Commerce Regulations, a cash 
deposit based on the dumping margins 
above shall be required on all shipments 
of clear sheet glass entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption on or after the date of 
publication of the final results. This 
requirement shall remain in effect until 
publication of the final results of the 
next administrative review.

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)) 
and | 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53).)
Gary N. Horlick,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration.
November 6,1981.
[FR Doc. 81-32945 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 3510-25-M

[A-461-011-001]

Pig Iron From the U.S.S.R.; Final 
Results of Administrative Review of 
Antidumping Finding

AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of Final Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding.

SUMMARY: On August 13,1981, the 
Department of Commerce published the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the antidumping finding on pig 
iron from the U.S.S.R. The review 
covered the only known exporter of this 
merchandise to the United States, 
Promsyrioimport, and the period 
October 3,1978 through June 30,1980. 
Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit oral or written 
comments on these preliminary results. 
The Department received no comments.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dennis U. Askey or John R. Kugelman, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-4793/5289).
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background

On October 29,1968, a dumping 
finding with respect to pig iron from the 
U.S.S.R. was published in the Federal
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Register as Treasury Decision 68-262 (33 
F R 15904).

As required by section 751 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (“the Tariff Act”), the 
Department of Commerce (“the 
Department") conducted an 
administrative review of the 
antidumping finding on this merchandise 
and published in the Federal Register on 
August 13,1981 a notice of the 
preliminary results of the review (46 FR 
40910). The Department has now 
completed that administrative review.

Scope of the Review

Imports covered by this review are 
shipments of pig iron, which is used in 
steel production and in the iron foundry 
industry for making iron castings such 
as pipe, automobile castings, and 
machinery parts. Pig iron is currently 
classifiable under item numbers 606.1300 
and 606.1500 of the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA). 
The Department knows of only one 
exporter of pig iron from the U.S.S.R. to 
the United States, Promsyrioimport. The 
review covers the period October 3,1978 
through June 30,1980. The Treasury 
Department reviewed all prior periods.

Final Results of the Review

There is no evidence of any 
importations of this merchandise during 
the period of review and there are no 
known unliquidated entries.

The Department received no 
comments on the preliminary results of 
its administrative review. Therefore, the 
final results are the same as the 
preliminary results.

Since the exporter has neither 
requested revocation nor provided the 
written agreement required by 
§ 353.54(e) of the Commerce 
Regulations, we will not consider further 
the tentative revocation of this finding 
proposed by the Treasury Department.

Since there have been no shipments 
for over 12 years the Department shall 
not require a cash deposit, as provided 
for in § 353.48(b) of the Commerce 
Regulations, on any shipments of pig 
iron from the U.S.S.R. entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption on or after the date of 
publication of this notice. This zero cash 
deposit rate shall remain in effect until 
publication of the final results of the 
next administrative review. The 
Department intends to conduct the next 
administrative review by the end of 
October 1982.

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1))

and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53).)
Gary N. Horlick,
Deputy Assistant Secretary fo r Import 
Administration.
November 9,1981.
(FR Doc. 81-32944 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Pig Iron From West Germany; 
Preliminary Results of Administrative 
Review of Antidumping Finding
a g e n c y : International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 
a c t i o n : Notice of Preliminary Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding.

s u m m a r y : The Department of 
Commerce has conducted an 
administrative review of the 
antidumping finding on pig iron from 
West Germany. The review covers the 
three known exporters of this 
merchandise for the period July 1,1980, 
through June 30,1981. The review 
indicates no shipments for those 
exporters during the review period.

Interested parties are invited to 
comment on these preliminary results 
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Brian Kelly or David Chapman, Office of 
Compliance, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-2923/2657).
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
On August 20,1981, the Department of 

Commerce (“the Department”) 
published in the Federal Register the 
final results of its first administrative 
review of the antidumping finding on pig 
iron from West Germany and 
announced its intent to conduct the next 
administrative review of the finding by 
the end of July, 1982 (46 FR 42316). As 
required by section 751 of the Tariff Act 
of 1930 (“the Tariff Act”) the 
Department has now conducted that 
administrative review.
Scope of the Review

Imports covered by this review are 
shipments of pig iron, currently 
classifiable under item numbers 606.1300 
and 606.1500 of the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA).

The Department knows of three West 
German exporters of pig iron to the 
United States. The three firms are 
Metallhuttanwerke B.m.b.H., Rheinstahl,
A.G., and Duisburger Kupferhutte. The 
review covers the period July 1,1980, 
through June 30,1981.

Preliminary Results of the Review

As a result of our review, we 
preliminarily determine that there were 
no shipments by the three firms during 
the review period.

Interested parties may submit written 
comments on these preliminary results 
on or before December 16,1981 and may 
request disclosure and/or a hearing on 
or before December 1,1981. The 
Department will publish the final results 
of the administrative review including 
the results of its analysis of any such 
comments or hearing.

As provided for in § 353.48(b) of the 
Commerce Regulations, a cash deposit 
based on the most recent margin for 
each firm shall be required on all 
shipments of pig iron from West 
Germany entered, or withdrawn from 
warehouse, for consumption on or after 
the date of publication of the final 
results. The most recent margin 
calculated for each « f the firms was 
zero. This rate of zero shall remain in 
effect until publication of the final 
results of the next administrative 
review.

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)) 
and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53).)
November 5,1981.
Gary N. Horlick,
Deputy Assistant Secretary fo r Import 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 81-32943 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

[A-425-077; A -427-078; A -428-082]

Sugar From France, Belgium, and the 
Federal Republic of Germany; 
Preliminary Results of Administrative 
Review of Antidumping Finding

AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of Preliminary Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding.

s u m m a r y : The Department of 
Commerce has conducted an 
administrative review of the 
antidumping finding on sugar from 
France, Belgium, and the Federal 
Republic of Germany. The review covers 
the thirteen known exporters and 
transshippers of this merchandise to the 
United States for the period June 1,1980 
through May 31,1981. There have been 
no known shipments to the United 
States during this period and there are 
no known unliquidated entries.
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As a result of this review, the 
Department has preliminarily 
determined to require cash deposits 
equal to the margins calculated during 
the original fair value investigation. 
Interested parties are invited to 
comment on these preliminary results. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
E. Valerie Newkirk or John Kugelman, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-5345/5289).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
On April 21\ 1981, the Department 

published in the Federal Register (46 FR 
22778) the final results of its first 
administrative review of the 
antidumping finding on sugar from 
France, Belgium, and the Federal 
Republic of Germany (44 FR 33878, June 
13,1979). The Department announced in 
the Federal Register of March 16,1981 
(46 FR 16921) its intent to conduct the 
next administrative review by the end of 
June 1982. As required by section 751 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930 (“the Tariff Act”), 
the Department has now conducted that 
administrative review.

Scope of the Review
Imports covered by this review are 

shipments of sugar, both raw and 
refined, currently classifiable under item 
numbers 155.2025, .155.2045, and 155.3000 
of the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States Annotated (TSUSA)..

The Department knows of thirteen 
exporters and transshippers of sugar to 
the United States from France, Belgium, 
and the Federal Republic of Germany. 
The review covers all thirteen for the 
period June 1,1980 through May 31,1981.

Preliminary Results of the Review
There have been no known shipments 

to the United States during the review 
period and there are no known 
unliquidated entries. It is our general 
intention in cases where there are no 
shipments to determine cash deposit 
rates on the basis of the margins on the 
last known shipments. Therefore, as 
provided for in § 353.48(b) of the 
Commerce Regulations, a cash deposit 
of 102 percent, 103 percent, and 121 
percent, based on the margins 
calculated during the original fair value 
investigation, shall be required on all 
shipments of sugar from France,
Belgium, and the Federal Republic of 
Germany, respectively, entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption on or after the date of 
publication of the final results of this

administrative review. The cash deposit 
shall be reduced by the amount of any 
countervailing duty cash deposit, 
attributable to export subsidies, 
required at the time of entry. This 
deposit requirement shall remain in 
effect until publication of the final 
results of the next administrative 
review.

Interested parties may submit written 
comments on these preliminary results 
on or before December 16,1981 and may 
request disclosure and/or a hearing on 
or before December 1,1981. The 
Department will publics the final results 
of the administrative review including 
its analysis of any such comments or 
hearing.

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)) 
and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53).
Gary N. Horlick,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration.
November 6,1981.
[FR Doc. 81-32942 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILU N G  CO DE 3510-25-M

Motorcycle Batteries From Taiwan; 
Antidumping Hearing

a g e n c y : International Trade 
Administration, Commerce.
a c t i o n : Announcement of antidumping 
hearing.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael Ready, Office of Investigations, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce, Washington 
D.C. 20230, (202-377-2613).
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: On 
October 14,1981, the Department 
published in the Federal Register a 
“Notice of Preliminary Determination” 
in connection with the antidumping 
investigation of motorcyle batteries from 
Taiwan (46 FR 50577). Information 
concerning the date, time and place of 
the public hearing was not included in 
that notice.

In accordance with 19 CFR 353.47, we 
will hold a public hearing to afford 
interested parties an opportunity to 
comment orally on this preliminary 
determination. The hearing will be held 
at 9:30 a.m. on November 25,1981, in 
Room 3708 at the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington D.C. 20230.

Prehearing briefs must be received in 
the Office of the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Import Administration, 
Room 2800A, at the address shown

above, not later than 5:00 p.m., 
November 18,1981.
Gary N. Horlick,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration.
November 6,1981.
[FR Doc. 81-32963 Filed ll-1 3 -8 lf8 :4 5  am] 

BILU N G  CO D E 3510-25-M

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration

North Pacific Fishery Management 
Council; Scientific and Statistical 
Committee; Advisory Panel; Public 
Meetings
a g e n c y : National Marine Fisheries 
Service, NOAA, Commerce.

s u m m a r y : The North Pacific Fishery 
Management Council, established by 
Section 302 of the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act 
(Pub. L. 94-265), has established a 
Scientific and Statistical Committee 
(SSC) and an Advisory Panel (AP) to 
assist the Council in carrying out its 
responsibilities under the Act. The 
Council, its SSC and AP will hold 
separate meetings.
DATES: The Council meeting will 
convene on Monday, December 7,1981, 
at approximately 9 a.m., and will 
adjourn on Wednesday, December 9, 
1981, at approximately 5 p.m., in the 
Alaska Room of the Westward Hilton 
Hotel, Anchorage, Alaska. The Council 
will also meet jointly on December 8 
and 9, with the Alaska Board of 
Fisheries to discuss fisheries issues of 
mutual concern and to hear staff reports 
and public testimony on the herring 
fishery in western Alaska. The SSC 
meeting will convene the week before 
on Wednesday, December 2 ,1981, at 
approximately 1:30 p.m., and adjourn on 
Thursday, December 3,1981, at 
approximately 5 p.m., in the Council’s 
conference room, 333 West Fourth 
Avenue, Suite 32, Anchorage, Alaska. 
The AP meeting will convene on 
Sunday, December 6,1981, at 
approximately 9 a.m., in the Alaska 
Room of the Westward Hilton Hotel. 
These meetings may be lengthened or 
shortened depending upon progress on 
the agenda items. The meetings are open 
to the public.

Proposed agenda: Council—A. 
detailed agenda will be sent to the 
public around November 23,1981. The 
Council will hear reports on domestic 
and foreign fisheries, enforcement and 
surveillance, and year-end reports on 
various joint venture operations. The 
Council also intends to discuss a 
proposal for a free port for foreign
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vessels operating off Alaska and will 
hear the report of the King and Tanner 
Crab Observer Program Workgroup. 
Permit applications for foreign vessels 
with serious violations during 1981 will 
be reviewed and the Council’s Standard 
Operating Procedures will also be 
reviewed and possibly revised. The 
Council will hear additional reports on 
the case of Confederated T ribes v. 
Baldridge and consider the nomination 
of a treaty tribe representative for the 
Salmon Plan Development Team. The 
Council and the Alaska Board of 
Fisheries will discuss management of 
the western Alaska herring fishery and 
schedule a joint public hearing in Seattle 
for the Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands King 
Crab Fishery Management Plan (FMP). 
The Council also intends to discuss 
problems with OMB approval of 
reporting requirements in amendment 
#6 of the Tanner Crab off Alaska FMP. 
Final Council action on amendment #11 
of the Gulf of Alaska Groundfish FMP 
may also be postponed until January 
1982 because of delays in background 
documents. The Council will take public 

. testimony on amendment #11, however, 
and also wants public testimony on 
domestic allocation of harvest (DAH) for 
both U.S. processors and joint ventures 
for the Gulf of Alsaka and Bering Sea/ 
Aleutian Island Groundfish FMPs. The 
Council may have to take action to 
amend DAH for 1982 for either or both 
of these plans. The Council will also 
review a request for proposal for a study 
of limited entry in the halibut fishery off 
Alaska.

S S C  and A P —Agendas will be similar 
to the Council’s.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
North Pacific Fishery Management 
Council, P.O. Box 3136DT, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99510, Telephone: (907) 274-4563.

Dated: November 9,1981.
David H. Rand,
Chief, Budget Operations Staff, National 
M arine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 81-32878 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

James W. Hain; Modification of Marine 
Mammal Permit

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the provisions of § 216.33(d) and (e) of 
the Regulations Governing the Taking 
and Importing of Marine Mammals (50 
CFR Part 216) and § 220.24 of the 
regulations governing endangered 
species permits (50 CFR Parts 217-227), 
the Scientific Research Permit No. 168 
issued to Dr. James W. Hain, University 
of Rhode Island, Narragansett, Rhode 
Island 02882, on February 4,1977 (42 FR

8402), is modified as follows:
Section B-5 is deleted and replaced 

by: ‘This Permit is valid with respect to 
the activities authorized herein until 
December 31,1984.”

The modification is effective upon 
publication in the Federal Register.

The Permit as modified and 
documentation pertaining to the 
modification is available for review in 
the following offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 3300 
Whitehaven Street NW., Washington, 
D.C.;

Regional Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Southeast Region, 
Duval Building, 9450 Koger Boulevard,
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702;

Regional Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Northeast Region, 14 
Elm Street, Federal Building, Gloucester, 
Massachusetts 01930;

Regional Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Northwest Region, 
7600 Sand Point Way, N.E., BIN C15700, 
Seattle, Washington 98115;

Regional Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Southwest Region, 300 
South Ferry Street, Terminal Island, 
California 90731; and 

Regional Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Alaska Region, P.O. 
Box 1668, Juneau, Alaska 99802.

Dated: November 6,1981.
Richard B. Roe,
Acting Director, O ffice o f M arine Mammals 
and Endangered Species, National M arine 
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 81-32879 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

Nicholas R. Hall and William W. 
Dawson; Modification of Marine 
Mammal Permit

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the provisions of § 216.33 (d) and (e) 
of the Regulations Governing the Taking 
and Importing of Marine Mammals (50 
CFR Part 216), the Scientific Research 
Permit No. 93, issued to Dr. Nicholas R. 
Hall and Dr. William W. Dawson, 
Department of Neuroscience and 
Ophthalmology, College of Medicine, 
University of Florida, Gainsville, Florida 
32610, on May 6,1975 (40 FR 21507), is 
modified in the following manner:

1. Section B-3 has been changed to 
read: “The animals shall be maintained 
at the facilities of the Marineland, St. 
Augustine, Florida” for the purpose of 
conducting the research described in the 
application.

This modification is effective on 
November 16,1981.

The Permit, as modified, is available 
for review in the following offices: 

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 3300 
Whitehaven Street NW., Washington, 
D.C.; and

Regional Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, Southeast Region, 
Duval Building, 9450 Koger Boulevard, 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702.

Dated: November 9,1981.
Richard B. Roe,
Acting Director, O ffice o f M arine Mammals 
and Endangered Species, National M arine 
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 81-32897 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

Poland; Receipt of Application for 
General Marine Mammal Permit; Taking 
Incidental to Commercial Fishing 
Operations

Notice is hereby given that the 
following applications have been 
received to take marine mammals 
incidental to the pursuit of commercial 
fishing operations within the U.S. fishery 
conservation zone during 1982 as 
authorized by the Marine Mammal 
Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361- 
1407) and the regulations thereunder.

1. ODRA, Swinoujseie, Poland has 
applied for a Category 1: “Towed or 
Dragged Gear” general permit to take 45 
otariid seals, 45 phocid seals and 28 
small cetaceans in the North Pacific 
Ocean and Bering Sea.

2. DALMOR, Gdynia, Poland has 
applied for a Category 1: “Towed or 
Dragged Gear” general permit to take 48 
otariid seals, 48 phocid seals, and 30 
small cetaceans in the North Pacific 
Ocean and Bearing Sea.

3. GRYF, Szczecin, Poland has applied 
for a Category 1: "Towed or Dragged 
Gear” general permit to take 24 otariid 
seals, 24 phocid seals, and 15 small 
cetaceans in the North Pacific Ocean 
and Bering Sea.

These applications are available for 
review in the Office of the Assistant 
Administrator for Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, 3300 
Whitehaven Street, N.W., Washington, 
D.C.

Interested parties may submit written 
comments on this application within 30 
days of the date of this notice to the 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, 
Washington, D.C. 20235.
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Dated: November 6,1981.
Richard B. Roe,
Acting Director, O ffice o f M arine Mammals 
and Endangered Species, National M arine 
Fisheries Service.,
[FR Doc. 81-32898 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary

DOD Advisory Group on Electron 
Devices; Advisory Committee Meeting: 
Correction

Working Group D (Mainly Laser 
Devices) of the DoD Advisory Group on 
Electronic Devices (AGED) will meet in 
closed session November 18,1981, at the 
Night Vision Electro-Optics Laboratory, 
Ft. Belvoir, Va. as published in the 
Federal Register (Vol. 46, No. 206) dated 
October 26,1981 (FR Doc. 81-30841 Filed 
10-23-81: 8:45 am) has been changed to 
December 17,1981, at the AGED Office, 
201 Varrick Street, New York, New York 
10014.

In all other respects the original notice 
remains the same.
M. S. Healy,
OSD Federal Register Liaison Officer, 
Washington Headquarters Services, 
Department o f Defense.
November 10,1981.
[FR Doc. 81-32961 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Museum Services Program; General 
Operating Support Awards
AGENCY: Department of Education. 
action: Application notice.

Applications are invited by the 
Institute of Museum Services (IMS) for 
new general operating support awards 
under the museum Services Program for 
fiscal year 1982.

This program makes awards to 
museums to maintain, increase, or 
improve museum services. The purpose 
of the program is to ease the financial 
burden borne by museums as a result of 
their increased use by the public anti to 
help them carry out their educational 
and conservation roles, as well as other 
functions. Section 206 of the Museum 
Services Act, Title II of Pub. L. 94-462, 
as amended, contains authority for this 
program. (20 U.S.C. 965)

Closing Date for Transmittal of 
Applications

Applications for new awards must be

mailed or hand-delivered by Jan u ary 19, 
1982.

Applications delivered by mail
An application sent by mail must be 

addressed to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Control Center, 
Attention: 84.115, Washington, D.C. 
20202-3561.

An application must show proof of 
mailing consisting of one of the 
following:

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service 
postmark.

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date 
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal 
Service.

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or 
receipt from a commercial carrier.

(4) Any other proof of mailing 
acceptable to the Secretary of 
Education.

If any application is sent through the 
U.S. Post Service, the Secretary does hot 
accept either of the following as proof of 
mailing: (1) A private metered postmark, 
or (2) a mail receipt that is not dated by 
the U.S. Postal Service.

An applicant should note that the U.S. 
Postal Service does not uniformly 
provide a dated postmark: Before relying 
on this method, an applicant should 
check with its local post office.

An applicant is encourage to use 
registered or at least first class mail. 
Each late applicant will be notified that 
its application will not be considered.

Applications Deliver by Hand
An application that is hand-delivered 

must be taken to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Control Center, 
Room 5673, Regional Office Building, 7th 
and D Streets, S.W., Washington, D.C.

The Application Control Center will 
accept a hand-delivered application 
betwen 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. 
(Washington, D.C., time) daily, except 
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal 
holidays.

An application that is hand-delivered 
will not be accepted after 4:30 p.m. on 
the closing date.

Program Information
For fiscal year 1982, the Program gives 

priority to museums which have been 
providing museum services for at least 
two years before applying under the 
Museum Services Program (34 CFR 
64.12(b)).

Applications will be assigned to 
readers on the basis of the following 
groups according to budget size:

(1) Museums with operating budgets 
of $250,000 or less;

(2) Museums with operating budgets 
in excess of $250,000.

IMS does not expect to make so- 
called “emergency grants” under the 
procedures of § 64.12(d) of the program 
regulations during the current fiscal 
year.

Estimated Amount and Number of 
Awards

No funds have been requested in the 
President’s current budget for the 
program for fiscal year 1982. A final 
appropriation for fiscal year 1982 with 
respect to the program has not been 
adopted. (Pub. L. 97-51, continuing 
appropriations for fiscal year 1982, 
makes funds available only through 
November 20,1981.)

Regulations under the Museum 
Services Program contemplate that IMS 
will inform applicants, through 
publication in the Federal Register, of 
the maximum amount which IMS 
anticipates that a museum with a funded 
application may receive for a fiscal year 
(34 CFR 64.9). For fiscal year 1981, with 
an estimated $12,300,000 available for 
the-program, IMS anticipated that no 
museum would receive more than 
$35,000 under the program (46 FR 12229). 
In fact, in fiscal yeaf 1981 no museum 
actually received more than $33,460.

If a program appropriation is finally 
adopted for fiscal year 1982 and is at a 
level less than that for fiscal year 1981, 
the maximum anticipated amount for 
fiscal year 1982 may be proportionately 
less than $35,000. In any case, most 
museums which are funded can expect 
to receive a smaller grant. It is 
anticipated that the amount of a general 
operating support award, in most 
instances, will not exceed ten percent of 
a museum’s budget..

The program expects to make 
approximately 550 general operating 
support grants in fiscal year 1982, if 
funds are appropriated.

However, these estimates do not bind 
the U.S. Department of Education to a 
specific number of grants or to the 
amount of any grant, unless that amount 
is otherwise specified by statute or 
regulations.

This program announcement applies 
only to general operating support. IMS 
does not expect to make grants for 
special projects during the current fiscal 
year.

Application Forms
IMS is mailing application forms and 

program information packages to 
museums and other institutions and 
service organizations on its mailing list. 
Applicants may obtain application 
forms and program information 
packages by writing to the Institute of
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Museum Services, Room 4006, Mary 
Switzer Building, 330 C Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20202-2407. 
Applications must be prepared and 
submitted according to the requirements 
of the regulations, instruction, and forms 
included in the program information 
package.

Applicable Regulations -

Regulations applicable to this program • 
include the following:

(1) Final regulations governing the 
Museum Services Program in 34 CFR 
Part 64, published in the Federal 
Register on August 11,1980 (45 FR 
53412). (These regulations set forth the 
definition of “museum” for purposes of 
the program and other conditions of 
eligibility. They also govern the types of 
assistance which may be provided 
under the program, the requirements 
which must be met by applicants, and 
the selection criteria to be used in 
judging applications.)

(2) The Education Department 
General Administrative Regulations 
(EDGAR) in 34 CFR Parts 75 (Direct 
Grant Programs) and 77 (Definitions), 
(formerly 34 CFR Parts 100a and 100c). 
(EDGAR contains general rules on how 
to apply for grants, how grants are 
made, the general conditions that apply 
to grantees, the administrative 
responsibilities of grantees, and 
compliance procedures used by the 
Department. Certain provisions of 
EDGAR are made inapplicable to 
applications and grants for general 
operating support under the program.)

(3) The Administration of Grants 
Regulations in 34 CFR Part 74 published 
in the Federal Register on May 9,1980 
(45 FR 30802). (These regulations contain 
the requirements for the administration 
of the Department grants and provide 
for determining costs applicable to 
activities assisted by Department 
grants.)

Further Information

For further information, contact Ms. 
Mary Kahn, Program Director, Institute 
of Museum Services, Mary Switzer 
Building, Room 4006, 330 C Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20202-2407, Telephone 
(202) 426-6577.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
84.115, Institute of Museum Services)

Dated: November 9,1981.
T. H. Bell,
Secretary o f Education.
(FR Doc. 81-32928 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs

International Atomic Energy 
Agreement; Civil Uses; Proposed 
Subsequent Arrangement Between 
U.S. and Euratom

Pursuant to section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160) notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
under the Additional Agreement for 
Cooperation Between the Government 
of the United States of America and the 
European Atomic Energy Community 
(EURATOM) Concerning Peaceful Uses 
of Atomic Energy, as amended.

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreement involves approval for the 
supply of 1 gram of uranium, containing 
0.490% U-235,1 gram of uranium, 
containing 49.696% U-235, and 1 gram of 
uranium, containing 97.663% U-235, to be 
used by Finnigan MAT Gmbh, Federal 
Republic of Germany, for testing and 
calibration of mass spectrometers.
These materials are to be exported 
under NRC license XSNM 01865.

In accordance with section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that the 
furnishing of these nuclear materials 
will not be inimical to the common 
defense and security.

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than December 1, 
1981.

Dated: November 10,1981.
For the Department of Energy.

Harold D. Bengelsdorf,
Director for Nuclear Affairs, International 
Nuclear and Technical Programs.
[FR Doc. 81-32905 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Office of Fossil Energy

National Petroleum Council, 
Subcommittee on Environmental 
Conservation; Open Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L  92-463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is hereby 
given of the following advisory 
committee meeting:
Name: Subcommittee on Environmental 

Conservation o f the National 
Petroleum Council.

Date and Time: Wednesday, December 
2,1981—10:00 a.m.

Place: The Madison Hotel, Dolley 
Madison Room, Fifteenth and M 
Streets, NW., Washington, D.C.

Contract: Georgia Hildreth, Chief,
Advisory Committee Management,
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW., Forrestal
Building—Room 4B222, Washington,
D.C. 20585, Telephone: 202-252-5187.
Purpose of Parent Committee: To 

provide advice, information, and 
recommendations to the Secretary of 
Energy on matters relating to oil and gas 
or the oil and gas industries.
Tentative Agenda:

• Review the draft report on Environmental 
Conservation—The Oil and Gas Industries: 
An Overview.

• Discuss any other matters pertinent to the 
overall assignment from the Secretary.

• Public Comment (10 minute rule).

Public Participation: The meeting is 
open to the public. The Chairperson of 
the Subcommittee is empowered to 
conduct the meeting in a fashion that 
will, in his judgment, facilitate the 
orderly conduct of business. Any 
member of the public who wishes to hie 
a written statement with the 
Subcommittee will be permitted to do 
so, either before or after the meeting. 
Members of the public who wish to 
make oral statements pertaining to 
agenda items should contact the 
Advisory Committee Management 
Branch at the address or telephone 
number listed above. Requests must be 
received at least 5 days prior to the 
meeting and reasonable provision will 
be made to include the presentation on 
the agenda.

Transcripts: Available for public 
review and copying at the Public 
Reading Room, Room 1E190, Forrestal 
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, D.C., between 8:00 
a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except Federal holidays.

Issued at Washington, D.C. on November 9, 
1981.
K. Dean Helms,
Advisory Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 81-32975 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY

[WH-1-FRL-1986-2]

Cape Cod Aquifer; Request for 
Designation; Hearing
AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of Receipt of Petition, 
Public Hearing, and Public Comment 
Period.
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SUMMARY: The Cape Cod Planning and 
Economic Development Commission has 
submitted.a petition under section 
1424(e) of the Safe Drinking Water Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300f, 300h-3(e), Pub. L 93-523) 
requesting the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) to designate 
the aquifer underlying Cape Cod as the 
sole or principal drinking water source 
for the area. If EPA so designates the 
aquifer, no commitment for Federal 
financial assistance may be entered into 
for any project which EPA determines 
may contaminate the aquifer through a 
recharge zone so as to create a 
significant hazard to public health. EPA 
is hereby inviting public comment on the 
requested designation and giving notice 
of a public hearing to be held on the 
matter.
DATES: Comments on the requested 
designation must be received by 
Federary 12,1982. EPA will conduct a 
public hearing on the requested sole or 
principal source aquifer designation at 
7:30 p.m. on January 4,1982.
ADDRESSES: The public hearing will be 
held at the Barnstable New Town Hall, 
367 Main St., Hyannis, Massachusetts. 
Written comments and requests to 
speak at the hearing should be sent to: 
Jerome J. Healey, Chief, Drinking Water 
Branch, U.S. EPA, Region I, John F. 
Kennedy Federal Building, Boston, 
Masschusetts 02203, telephone (617) 
223-6688. Additional public hearing 
information is provided in the 
Supplementary Information section of 
this Notice.

Background data on the requested 
designation will be available for 
inspection by the public at the EPA 
Region I Library, Room 2100 B, John F. 
Kennedy Federal Building, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02203 (telephone 
(617)223-5791/4017) and at the following 
public libraries:

Falmouth Public Library, 123 Katherine 
Lee Bates Road, Falmouth, MA 02540, 
(617)548-0280

Hyannis Public Library, 401 Main Street, 
Hyannis, MA 02601, (617)775-2280 

Provincetown Public Library, 330 
Commercial Street, Provincetown, MA 
02657, (617)487-0850

Snow Library, Main Street, Orleans, MA 
02653, (617)255-3848 

fo r  f u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t io n  c o n t a c t : 
Steven J. Koorse (telephone (617) 223- 
6688).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
March 4,1981 EPA Region I received the 
following petition from the Cape Cod 
Planning and Economic Development 
Commission.

Petition for Designation of Sole Source 
Aquifer

The Cape Cod Planning and Economic 
Development Commission (CCPEDC) hereby 
petitions the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency to designate the Cape Cod ground 
water aquifer as a Sole Source Aquifer under 
Section 142(e) of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act.

The CCPEDC is a designated Areawide 
Wastewater Management Planning Agency 
under Section 208 of the Clean Waters (sic] 
Act. Its membership consists of one 
selectman (or selectman's designee) from 
each of the fifteen towns comprising 
Barnstable County, as well as elected 
Barnstable County Commissioners and a 
representative of the minority [i.e., a person 
appointed by the CCPEDC to represent 
minority groups within the Cape Cod 
population].

The CCPEDC is acting in this manner upon 
the recommendation of its regional advisory 
committee, the Water Resourece Advisory 
Council. This committee is made up of 
representatives of health, water, and 
environmental agencies at the town and 
regional level. A membership list of this 
advisory committee is attached [membership 
list not included in Notice but available on 
request].

Under RPA planning grants the CCPEDC 
has completed a “208” Areawide Water 
Quality Management Plan, certified by EPA 
and our Governor in November, 1980. A 
priority issue addressed by the 208 Plan is 
protection of the sole source ground water 
aquifer underlying Barnstable County. 
Designation of the Cape Cod aquifer under 
Section 1424(e) will enable EPA to participate 
in this protection effort through review of 
federally-assisted projects.

The report, Cape Cod Aquifer, Cape Cod, 
Massachusetts (U.S. Geological Survey 
Water Resources Investigations 80-571) 
describes the geohydrology of the Cape Cod 
Aquifer and provides the technical 
documentation for designation required under 
Section 1424(e).

We will look forward to your response to 
this petition, and would be pleased to supply 
you with any additional information you may 
require.

Very truly yours,
H. Eugene Carr,
Chairman, CCPEDC.

Dated: March 3,1981.

Section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act states:

(e) If the Administrator determines, on his 
own initiative or upon petition, that an area 
has an aquifer which is the sole or principal 
drinking water source for the area and which, 
if contaminated, would create a significant 
hazard to public health, he shall publish 
notice of that determination in the Federal 
Register. After the publication of any such 
notice, no commitment for Federal financial 
assistance (through a grant, contract, loan 
guarantee, or otherwise) may be entered into 
for any project which the Administrator 
determines may contaminate such aquifer 
through a recharge zone so as to create a 
significant hazard to public health, but a

commitment may, if authorized under another 
provision of law, be entered into plan or 
design the project to assure that it will not so 
contaminate the aquifer.

A preliminary study by the U.S. 
Geological Survey (Cape Cod Aquifer, 
Water-Resources Investigations 80-571) 
indicates that the Cape Cod Aquifer is a 
source of drinking water for permanent 
and summer residents in Cape Cod; that 
it supplies over 100 municipal wells and
15,000 private wells; that it is highly 
permeable and vulnerable to 
contamination through infiltration; and 
that there is evidence of localized 
ground water contamination.

If EPA determines that the aquifer is 
the sole or principal source of drinking 
water for the area and which, if 
contaminated, would create a significant 
hazard to public health, no commitment 
for Federal financial assistançe may be 
entered into thereafter for any project 
which the Administrator determines 
may contaminate the aquifer through a 
recharge zone so as to create a 
significant hazard to public health.

EPA intends to decide whether to 
make the requested designation at the 
earliest time consistent with a complete 
review of the relevant data and 
information and a full opportunity for 
public participation. In this regard, the 
Agency is developing a full factual 
record, and solicits comments, data, and 
references to sources of information 
relevant to the determination.

In particular, information is sought 
concerning (a) the geographical 
boundaries, hydrogeology, and other 
characteristics of the aquifer and its 
recharge zone, (b) the area or areas 
dependent upon the aquifer for drinking 
water, (c) the significance of current or 
anticipated threats to public health that 
might result from contamination of the 
aquifer, (d) the prospects that such 
contamination will occur as the result of 
current activities or events that are 
anticipated, (e) the significance of 
current or anticipated projects receiving 
Federal financial assistance that may 
result in contamination of the aquifer, 
and (f) any other relevant information.

For purposes of the requested 
designation, the Cape Cod Aquifer is 
considered a single continuous aquifer, 
with the Cape Cod Canal, Cape Cod 
Bay, the Atlantic Ocean, Nantucket 
Sound and Buzzards Bay as the lateral 
boundaries of the aquifer. Similarly, the 
recharge zone of the aquifer will be 
regarded as coterminous with the lateral 
boundaries of the aquifer unless, for a 
specific location, a technical analysis 
indicates otherwise.
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Public Hearing
The public hearing is intended to 

provide an opportunity for interested 
persons to present their views and 
submit information for consideration by 
EPA in the decision whether or not to 
grant the petitioners’ request for a sole 
or principal source aquifer designation.
A panel of EPA employees involved in 
relevant aspects of the decision will be 
present to receive the testimony. 
Representatives of the Massachusetts 
Department of Environmental Quality 
Engineering also will be present.

The hearing will be informally 
structured. Oral comments will not be 
given under oath nor will formal rules of 
evidence apply. Questions may be posed 
by panel members to persons providing 
oral comments; however, no cross- 
examination by other participants will 
be allowed.

Commenters will be called in the 
order in which their requests were 
received by EPA. As time allows, 
persons who did not sign up in advance 
but who wish to comment will also be 
given an opportunity to give oral 
comments. Each organization or 
individual will be allowed as much time 
as possible for oral presentation based 
on the number of requests to participate 
and the time available for the hearing.
As a general rule, in order to ensure 
maximum participation and allotment of 
adequate time for all speakers, 
participants should limit the length of 
their statements to ten minutes. The 
public hearing will be followed as time 
permits by a question and answer 
session during which attendees may 
pose questions to members of the panel. '

Preparation of Transcripts
A transcript of the comments received 

at the hearing will be prepared. To 
ensure accurate transcription, 
participants should provide written 
copies of their statements to the hearing 
chairperson. Copies of the transcript will 
be available upon request, at cost, from 
Jerome J. Healey, Chief, Drinking Water 
Branch, Region I, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, John F. Kennedy 
Federal Building, Boston, Massachusetts 
02203 (telephone (617)223-6688).

Regulatory Flexibility Act Compliance
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 

U.S.C. 601-612, Pub. L. 96-534) is 
intended to ensure that Federal agencies 
analyze the effect of regulatory 
requirements on small businesses, small 
Governmental jurisdictions, and small 
organizations (collectively referred to as 
“small entities”). The law requires that, 
with certain exceptions, each proposed 
or final regulation be accompanied by a

regulatory flexibility analysis or by a 
certification that no such analysis is 
necessary because the regulation will 
not have a “significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities.” EPA will address the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act requirements 
when a final decision on the requested 
sole source aquifer designation is 
published in the Federal Register. 
Comments related to impacts that a sole 
source aquifer designation may have on 
small entities are hereby solicited.

Dated: November 3,1981.
Lester A. Sutton,
Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 81-32951 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

[OPP-00152; PH-FRL-1986-1]

State FIFRA Issues Research and 
Evaluation Group (SFIREG); Open 
Meeting

a g e n c y : Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
a c t i o n : Notice.

s u m m a r y : There will be a two-day 
meeting of the State FIFRA Issues 
Research and Evaluation Group 
(SFIREG) to discuss various aspects of 
pesticides. The meeting will be open to 
the public.
DATE: Tuesday and Wednesday, 
December 2 and 3,1981, beginning at 
8:30 a.m. each day and ending before 
noon on. December 3,1981.
ADDRESS: The meeting will be held at: 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
3906-3908, Waterside Mall, 401M St., 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
P. H. Gray, Jr., Office of Pesticide 
Programs (TS-755C), Environmental 
Protection Agency, Rm. 915D, CM#2, 
1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, VA 22202, (703-557-0825).
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: This will 
be the tenth meeting of the full Group. 
The tentative agenda thus far includes 
the following topics:

1. Action items from the July 1981 meeting 
of SFIREG.

2. Regional reports.
3. Working Committee reports.
4. Other topics which may arise.

Dated: November 5,1981.
Edwin L. Johnson,
Director, Office o f Pesticide Programs.
[FR Doc. 81-32950 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560-32-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

[Agreements Nos. T-2750-3/2750-B-3, T -  
3693-A and T-3S97]

Availability of Findings of No 
Significant Impact

Uponxompletion of environmental 
assessments, the Federal Maritime 
Commission’s Office of Energy and 
Environmental Impact has determined 
that the Commission’s decision on the 
proposed actions listed below will not 
constitute major Federal actions 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq., and 
that preparation of environmental 
impact statements is not required.

Agreement No. T-2750-3/2750-B-3 is 
a preferential assignment agreement 
between the City of Long Beach (CLB) 
and United States Lines (USL) for 
certain cargo handling facilities at the 
Port of Long Beach.

Agreement No. T-3693-A is between 
Seaway Port Authority of Duluth and 
International Multifoods Corporation. 
The agreement provides for die issuance 
of a $3 million revenue bond to finance 
certain improvements to shiploading 
facilities, dust emission control systems 
and other portions of a grain elevator 
and grain storage facility at the Port of 
Duluth, Minnesota.

Agreement No. T-3997 is a lease 
agreement between Toledo-Lucas 
County Port Authority (PA) and The 
Toledo Ore Railroad Company for the 
lease of a PA owned terminal at Toledo, 
Ohio.

The Findings of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) will become final within 10 
days of publication of this Notice in the 
Federal Register unless petitions for 
review are filed pursuant to 46 CFR 
547.6(b).

The FONSI and related environmental 
assessments are available for inspection 
on request from the Office of the 
Secretary, Room 11101, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20573, telephone (202) 523-5725.
Francis C. Humey,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32969 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Andover Financial Corp.; Formation of 
Bank Holding Company

Andover Financial Corp., Andover, 
Kansas, has applied for the Board's 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the
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Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 percent of the 
voting shares of Andover State Bank, 
Andover, Kansas. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of die Act (as 
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than November 25, 
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, )r.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32887 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6210-01-M

Bastrop Bancshares, Inc.; Formation 
of Bank Holding Company

Bastrop Bancshares, Inc., Bastrop, 
Texas, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 80 percent or 
more of thè voting shares of Citizens 
State Bank of Bastrop, Bastrop, Texas. 
The factors that are considered in acting 
on the application are set forth in 
section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 3,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
(FR Doc. 81-32888 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 6210-01-M

Commonwealth Bancshares, Inc.; 
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Commonwealth Bancshares, Inc., 
Dallas, Texas, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 80 
percent or more of the voting shares of 
Commonwealth National Bank of 
Dallas, Dallas, Texas. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the 
application are set forth in section 3(c) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 4,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32889 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6210-01-M

Eden Bancshares, Inc.; Formation of 
Bank Holding Company

Eden Bancshares, Inc., Eden, Texas, 
has applied for the Board’s approval 
under section 3(a)(1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 80 per cent, or 
more of the voting shares of Eden State 
Bank, Eden, Texas. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set fouth in section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 4,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32890 Filed 11-13-81; 8.-45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6210-01-M

Elmdale Bankshares, Inc.; Formation 
of Bank Holding Company

Elmdale Bankshares, Inc., Elmdale, 
Kansas, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the •> 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 83 percent or - 
more of the voting shares of The Peoples 
Exchange Bank, Elmdale, Kansas. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 

"City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 4,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32891 Filed  11-13-81; 8:45 am]

B4UJNG CODE 6210-01-M

First Boaz Bancorporation; Formation 
of Bank Holding Company

First Boaz Bancorporation, Boaz, 
Alabama, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 99 percent of the 
voting shares of First Bank of Boaz,
Boaz, Alabama. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 4,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation
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would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32892 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

First Midwest Bancorp; Formation of 
Bank Holding Company

First Midwest Bancorp., New Albany, 
Indiana, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 per cent of 
the voting shares of Union Bank and 
Trust of New Albany, New Albany, 
Indiana. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later that December 4,1981. 
Any comment on an application that 
requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32893 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6210-01-M

Great River Bancshares, Inc.; 
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Great River Bancshares, Inc., 
LaGrange, Missouri, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(l)-of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 80 
percent or more of the .voting shares of 
Merchants Bank of LaGrange, LaGrange, 
Missouri. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis.

Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 1,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32899 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6210-01-M

Holland Bancorp, Inc.; Formation of 
Bank Holding Company

Holland Bancorp, Inc., Holland, 
Indiana, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 percent of the 
voting shares of The Holland National 
Bank, Holland, Indiana. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the 
application are set forth in section 3(c) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 4, 
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32894 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6210-01-M

Madison Bancshares Corp.; Formation 
of Bank Holding Company

Madison Bancshares Corp, Richmond, 
Louisiana, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 80 per cent or 
more of the voting shares of Madison 
Bank and Trust Company, Richmond, 
Louisiana. The factors that are

considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 1,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32900 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

M t Vernon Bancshares, Inc.;
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Mt. Vernon Bancshares Inc., Mt. 
Vernon, Kentucky, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 83.92 per 
cent of the voting shares of The Bank of 
Mt. Vernon, Mt. Vernon, Kentucky. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Cleveland. Any person wishing to 
comment on the application should 
submit views in writing to thè Reserve 
Bank, to be received not later than 
December 4,1981. Any comment on an 
application that requests a hearing must 
include a statement of why a written 
presentation woujd not suffice in lieu of 
a hearing, identifying specifically any 
questions of fact that are in dispute and 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32901 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

North Valley Bancorp; Formation of 
Bank Holding Company

North Valley Bancorp, Redding, 
California, has applied for the Board’s
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approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 100 per cent of 
the voting shares of North Valley Bank, 
Redding, California. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of San 
Francisco. Any person wishing to 
comment on the application should 
submit views in writing to the Reserve 
Bank, to be received not later than 
November 27,1981. Any comment on an 
application that requests a hearing must 
include a statement of why a written 
presentation would not suffice in lieu of 
a hearing, identifying specifically any 
questions of fact that are in dispute and 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32902 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Ogle County Bancshares, Inc.; 
Formation of Bank Holding Company

Ogle County Bancshares, Inc.,
Rochelle, Illinois, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to^become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 80 
percent or more of the voting shares of 
The First National Bank & Trust 
Company of Rochelle, Rochelle, Illinois. 
The factors that are considered in acting 
on the application are set forth in 
section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than November 27,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 6,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
(FR Doc. 81-32903 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

Ohio Bancorp; Formation of Bank 
Holding Company

Ohio Bancorp, Youngstown, Ohio, has 
applied for the Board’s approval under 
section 3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to 
become a bank holding company by 
acquiring 100 percent of the voting 
shares of The Dollar Savings and Trust 
Company, Youngstown, Ohio. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Cleveland. Any person wishing to 
comment on the application should 
submit views in writing to the Reserve 
Bank, to be received not later than 
December 3,1981. Any comment on an 
application that requests a hearing must 
include a statement of why a written 
presentation would not suffice in lieu of 
a hearing, identifying specifically any 
questions of fact that are in dispute and 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
(FR Doc. 81-32904 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6210-01-M

Ohio Valley Bancorp, Inc.; Formation 
of Bank Holding Company

Ohio Valley Bancorp, Inc., Henderson, 
Kentucky, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 80 percent or 
more of the voting shares of Ohio Valley 
National Bank, Henderson, Kentucky. 
The factors that are considered in acting 
on the application are set forth in 
section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be

received not later than December 4,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32886 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

South Denver Bankshares, Ltd.; 
Formation of Bank Holding Company

South Denver Bankshares, Ltd., 
Denver, Colorado, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a) (1)) to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 100 per 
cent of the voting shares of South 
Denver National Bank, Glendale, 
Colorado. The factors that are /
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in Section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 2,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
(FR Doc. 81-32895 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 6210-01-M

Union National Corp.; Formation of 
Bank Holding Company

Union National Corporation, Mt. 
Lebanon, Pennsylvania, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 
3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding Company’ 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (1)) to become a 
bank holding company by acquiring 100
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percent of the voting shares of Union 
National Bank of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in Section-3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Cleveland. Any person wishing to 
comment on the application should 
submit views in writing to the Reserve 
Bank, to be received not later than 
November 25,1981. Any comment on an 
application that requests a hearing must 
include a statement of why a written 
presentation would not suffice in lieu of 
a hearing, identifying specifically any 
questions of fact that are in dispute and 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[FR Doc. 81-32896 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

West Tennessee Bancshares, Inc.; 
Formation of Bank Holding Company

West Tennessee Bancshares, Inc., 
Bartlett, Tennessee, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 81 per 
cent of the voting shares of Bank of 
Bartlett, Bartlett, Tennessee. The factors 
that are considered in acting on the 
application are set forth in section 3(c) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than December 4,
1981. Any comment on an application 
that requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System. November 5,1981.
Theodore E. Downing, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
{FR Doc. 81-32885 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental 
Health Administration

National Advisory Mental Health 
Council; Meeting

In accordance with Section 10(a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. Appendix I), announcement is 
made of the following national advisory 
body scheduled to assemble during the 
month of December 1981.
National Advisory Mental Health 

Council
December 1-2; 9:30 a.m. open meeting 
Conference Rooms G and H, Parklawn 

Building
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 
Contact: Ms. Helen Garrett, Room 9-95, 

Parklawn Building,
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 

20857, (301) 443-4333
Purpose: The National Advisory 

Mental Health Council advises the 
Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, the Administrator, Alcohol, 
Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration, and the Director, 
National Institute of Mental Health, 
regarding the policies and programs of 
the Department in the field of mental 
health. The Council reviews 
applications for grants-in-aid relating to 
research, training, and services in the 
field of mental health and makes 
recommendations to the Secretary with 
respect to approval of applications for, 
and the amount of, these grants.

A genda: The entire meeting will be 
devoted to discussion of policy issues 
and will be open to the public. 
Discussions will include current 
administrative, legislative, and program 
developments.

Substantive information may be 
obtained from the contact person listed 
above. Attendance by the public will be 
limited to space available. A summary 
of the meeting and roster of Council 
members may be obtained from Ms. 
Helen Garrett, Committee Management 
Officer, NIMH, Room 9-95, Parklawn 
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockeville, 
Maryland 20857, (301) 443-4333.

Dated: November 9,1981.
Elizabeth A. Connolly,
Committee Management Officer, Alcohol, 
Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 81-32939 F ile  11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4160-20-M

Public Health Service

General Powers and Duties;
Delegation of Authority of Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Health 
Research, Statistics, and Technology

Notice is hereby given that in 
furtherance of the delegation of January
14,1981 (46 FR 10016) by the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services to the 
Assistant Secretary for Health, the 
Assistant Secretary for Health has 
delegated to the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Health Research,
Statistics, and Technology, with 
authority to redelegate, the following 
authorities under Title III of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 241 et 
seq .), as amended:

(1) Section 301 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 241), as amended, 
authority relative to research, 
investigation, and testing functions 
insofar as it pertains to the functions 
assigned to the Office of Health 
Research, Statistics, and Technology.

(2) Section 304 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242b), as 
amended, general authority respecting 
research, evaluations, and 
demonstrations in health statistics, 
health services, and health care 
technology insofar as it pertains to the 
functions assigned to the Office of 
Health Research, Statistics, and 
Technology.

(3) Section 305 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242c), as 
amended, authority pertaining to the 
National Center for Health Services 
Research insofar asnt pertains to the 
functions assigned to the Office of 
Health Research, Statistics, and 
Technology.

(4) Section 306 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242k), as 
amended, authority pertaining to the 
National Center for Health Statistics 
insofar as it pertains to the functions 
assigned to the Office of Health 
Research, Statistics, and Technology.

(5) Section 307 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 2421), as 
amended, international cooperation 
authority insofar as it pertains to the 
functions to be earned out within the 
Office of Health Research, Statistics, 
and Technology.

(6) Section 308 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242m), as 
amended, insofar as general provisions 
apply to sections 304, 305, 306, 307, and 
309, and to the functions assigned to the 
Office of Health Research, Statistics, 
and Technology.

(7) Section 309 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242n), as
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amended, authority pertaining to the 
National Center for Health Care 
Technology; and the National Council 
on Health Care Technology insofar as it 
pertains to the functions assigned to the 
Office of Health Research, Statistics, 
and Technology.

(8) Section 310 of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 242o), as 
amended, authority relative to health 
conferences and health education 
information insofar as it pertains to the 
functions to be carried out within the 
Office of Health Research, Statistics, 
and Technology.

The. above authorities do not include 
(1) the authority to promulgate 
regulations; (2) the authority under 
section 304(b)(4) relative to the 
acquisition, construction, improvement, 
repair, operation, and maintenance of 
real property; or (3) the authority under 
sections 306(k) and 309(f) relative to the 
establishment of or the selection of 
members to the National Committee on 
Vital and Health Statistics, the National 
Council on Health Care Technology, and 
the designation of terms of offices for 
members upon their appointment or 
reappointment to either statutory body.

Tlie January 22,1979 delegation by the 
Assistant Secretary for Health to the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health 
Research, Statistics, and Technology has 
been superseded insofar as it pertains to 
authorities under Title III of the Public 
Health Service Act, Provision has been 
made for delegations and redelegations 
to other officials within the Office of 
Health Research, Statistics, and 
Technology to remain in effect for no 
longer than 90 days from the effective 
date of the delegation to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Health Research, 
Statistics, and Technology, provided 
they are consistent with the delegation 
to the Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Health Research, Statistics, and 
Technology.

The delegation to the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Health Research, 
Statistics, and Technology became 
effective on November 4,1981.

November 4,1981.
Edward N. Brandt, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary for Health.
[FR Doc. 81-32949 Filed 11-13-81; 8:57 am]

BILLING CODE 4160-17-M

Health Maintenance Organizations; 
Continued Regulation; Determination 
of Noncompliance and Revocation of 
Federal Qualification
agency: Public Health Service, HHS. 
action: Notice, Continued Regulation of 
Health Maintenance Organizations:

Determination of Noncompliance and 
Revocation of Federal Qualification.

s u m m a r y : On April 17,1981, the Office 
of Health Maintenance Organizations 
(OHMO) determined that Eastern 
Pennsylvania HMO, Inc., (EPHMO), 1503 
North Cedar Crest Boulevard,
Allentown, Pennsylvania 18104, a 
federally qualified health maintenance 
organization (HMO), was not in 
compliance with the assurances it had 
provided to the Secretary that it would
(1) maintain a fiscally sound operation,
(2) maintain satisfactory administrative 
and managerial arrangements, and (3) 
include certain provisions in its 
contracts with providers of basic and 
supplemental health services. On 
August 31,1981, the Acting Director of 
OHMO notified EPHMO that he was 
revoking EPHMO’s Federal qualification 
and this revocation became effective on 
September 11,1981. Accordingly, 
EPHMO is no longer a federally 
qualified HMO.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Frank H. Seubold, Ph.D., Acting 
Director, Office of Health Maintenance 
Organizations, Park Building, 3rd Floor, 
12420 Parklawn Drive, Rockville, 
Maryland 20857, 301/443-4106. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
section 1312(b)(1) of the Public Health 
Service Act (the Act) (42 U.S.C. 300e- 
11(b)(1)), if the Secretary makes a 
determination under section 1312(a) that 
a qualified HMO is not organized or 
operated in the manner prescribed by 
section 1301(c), then the HMO shall be 
(1) notified in writing of the 
determination and (2) directed to initiate 
corrective action to bring it into 
compliance with the assurances it 
provided to the Secretary under section 
1310(d)(1). The notice of April 17,1981, 
gave EPHMO an opportunity to initiate 
corrective action to bring it into 
compliance with the assurances that it 
would (1) maintain a fiscally sound 
operation, (2) maintain satisfactory 
administrative and managerial 
arrangements, and (3) include certain 
provisions in its contracts with 
providers of basic and supplemental 
health services. On July 21,1981,
EPHMO was placed under State 
Supervision by order of the Insurance 
Commissioner of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. The basis for the 
revocation of Federal qualification was 
OHMO’s determination that EPHMO 
had not carried out and would not carry 
out the corrective action necessary to 
return to compliance.

The effect of the revocation of 
EPHMO’s Federal qualification is as 
follows: (1) EPHMO may not seek

inclusion in employees' health benefits 
plans under section 1310 of the Act; (2) 
with respect to employers including 
EPHMO in the health benefits plan 
offered their employees, EPHMO is not 
a qualified HMO for purposes of section 
1310 of the Act; (3) the inclusion of 
EPHMO in an employees' health 
benefits plan will be disregarded for 
purposes of determining whether, and to 
what extent, the employer is subject to 
42 CFR Part 110, Subpart H, and will not 
constitute compliance with the 
requirements of that subpart; and (4) 
EPHMO is not a qualified HMO for 
purposes of the financial assistance 
programs under 42 CFR Part 110.

Section 1312(b)(1) of the Act requires 
that a notice of the determination of 
noncompliance and of the revocation of 
Federal qualification of an HMO be 
published in the Federal Register.

Dated: November 6,1981.
Frank H. Seubold,
Acting Director, O ffice o f Health 
M aintenance Organizations.
[FR Doc. 81-32977 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4160-17-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[AA-6716-A]

Mentasta, Inc.; Alaska Native Claims 
Selection; Application
November 5,1981.

On November 13,1974, Mentasta, 
Incorporated, for the Native village of 
Mentasta Lake, filed selection 
application AA-6716-A, as amended, 
under the provisions of sec. 12 of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 
December 18,1971 (43 U.S.C. 1601,1611 
(1976)), for the surface estate of certain 
lands in the vicinity of Mentasta Lake.

On September 30,1980, in accordance 
with Title 10, Chapter 05, secs. 396 and 
399 of the Alaska Business Corporation 
Act, and as authorized by 43 U.S.C. 1627, 
AHTNA, Incorporated, a domestic 
corporation, merged with Cantwell 
Yedatene Na Corporation, Cheesh-Na 
Incorporated, Gakona Corporation, 
Kluti-Kaah Corporation, Mentasta 
Incorporated, Sta-Keh Corporation, and 
Tazlina Corporation, all domestic 
corporations, which consolidated 
individual village interests into one 
single constituent corporation, AHTNA, 
Incorporated. The surviving corporation, 
AHTNA, Incorporated, is entitled to all 
rights, privileges, and benefits of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act.

As to the lands described below, the 
application, submitted by Mentasta
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Incorporated, as amended, is properly 
filed and meets the requirements of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
and of the regulations issued pursuant 
thereto. These lands do not include any 
lawful entry perfected under or being 
maintained in compliance with laws 
leading to acquisition of title.

In view of the foregoing, the surface 
estate of the following described lands, 
selected pursuant to sec. 12(a) 
aggregating approximately 18 acres, is 
considered proper for acquisition by 
AHTNA, Incorporated (for the village of 
Mentasta Lake) and i§ hereby approved 
for conveyance pursuant to sec. 14(a) of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act.
Copper River Meridian, Alaska (Surveyed)
T. 13 N., R. 9 E.

Those portions of Tract A more particularly 
described as (protracted):

Sec. 18, those portions previously described 
as Open-to-Entry Lease ADL-53039; and 
Open-to-Entry Lease ADL-53041, 
excluding Native allotment F-13707;

Sec. 21, that portion previously described 
as Open-to-Entry lease ADL-52410.

Containing approximately 18 acres.

The lands excluded in the above 
description are not being approved for 
conveyance at this time and have been 
excluded for one or more of the 
following reasons: Lands are no longer 
under Federal jurisdiction; lands are 
under applications pending further 
adjudication; lands are pending a 
determination under section 3(e) of 
ANCSA, or lands were previously 
rejected by decision. Lands within U.S. 
Surveys which are exluded are 
described separately in this decision if 
they are available for conveyance.
These exclusions do not constitute a 
rejection of the selection application, 
unless specifically so stated.

The conveyance issued for the surface 
estate of the lands described above 
shall contain the following reservation 
to the United States:

The subsurface estate therein, and all 
rights, privileges, immunities, and 
appurtenances of whatsoever nature, 
accruing unto said estate pursuant to the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 
December 18,1971 (43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1613(f) (1976)).

There are no easements to be 
reserved to the United States pursuant 
to Sec. 17(b) of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act.

The grant of the above-described 
lands shall be subject to:

1. Issuance of a patent confirming the 
boundary description of the unsurveyed 
lands hereinabove granted after 
approval and filing by the Bureau of

Land Management of the official plat of 
survey covering such lands;

2. Valid existing rights therein, if any, 
including but not limited to those 
created by any lease (including a lease 
issued under sec. 6(g) of the Alaska 
Statehood Act of July 7,1958 (48 U.S.C. 
Ch. 2, sec. 6(g))), contract, permit, right- 
of-way, or easement, and the right of the 
lessee, contractée, permittee, or grantee 
to the complete enjoyment of all rights, 
privileges, and benefits thereby granted 
to him. Further, pursuant to sec. 17(b)(2) 
of the Alaska Native Claims Act of 
December 18,1971, (43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1616(b)(2)) (ANCSA), any valid existing 
right recognized by ANCSA shall 
continue to have whatever right of 
access as is now provided for under 
existing law; and

3. Requirements of sec. 14(c) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 
December 18,1971 (85 Stat. 688, 703; 43 
U.S.C. 1601,1613(c)), that the grantee 
hereunder convey those portions, if any, 
of the lands hereinabove granted, as are 
prescribed in said section.

The village of Mentasta Lake is 
entitled to conveyance of 69,120 acres of 
land selected pursuant to sec. 12(a) of 
ANCSA. Together with the lands herein 
approved, the total acreage conveyed or 
approved for conveyance is * 
approximately 65,188 acres. The 
remaining entitlement of approximately 
3,932 acres will be conveyed at a later 
date.

Pursuant to sec. 14(f) of ANCSA, 
conveyance of the subsurface estate of 
the lands described above shall be 
issued to AHTNA, Incorporated when 
the surface estate is conveyed to 
AHTNA, Incorporated (for the village of 
Mentasta Lake) and shall be subject to 
the same conditions as the surface 
conveyance.

There are no inland water bodies 
considered to be navigable within the 
above-described lands.

In accordance with Departmental 
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice of 
this decision is being published once in 
the Federal Register and once a week, 
for four (4) consecutive weeks, in the 
Copper Valley Views.

Any party claiming a property interest 
in lands affected by this decision, an 
agency of the Federal government, or 
regional corporation may appeal the 
decision to the Alaska Native Claims 
Appeal Board, provided, however, 
pursuant to Pub. L. 96-487, this decision 
constitutes the final administrative 
determination of the Department of the 
Interior concerning navigability of water 
bodies.

Appeals should be filed with Alaska 
Native Claims Appeal Board, P.O. Box 
2433, Anchorage, Alaska 99510 with a

copy served upon both the Bureau of 
Land Management, Alaska State Office, 
701 C Street, Box 13, Anchorage, Alaska 
99513 and the Regional Solicitor, Office 
of the Solicitor, 510 L Street, Suite 100, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501. The time 
limits for filing an appeal are:

1. Parties receiving service of this 
decision shall have 30 days from the 
receipt of this decision to file an appeal.

2. Unknown parties, parties unable to 
be located after reasonable efforts have 
been expended to locate, and parties 
who failed or refused to sign the return 
receipt shall have until December 16, 
1981 to file an appeal.

Any party known or unknown who is 
adversely affected by this decision shall 
be deemed to have waived those rights 
which were adversely affected unless an 
appeal is timely filed with the Alaska 
Native Claims Appeal Board.

To avoid summary dismissal of the 
appeal, there must be strict compliance 
with the regulations governing such 
appeals. Further information on the 
manner of and requirements for filing an 
appeal may be obtained from the Bureau 
of Land Management, 701 C Street, Box 
13, Anchorage, Alaska 99513.

If an appeal is taken, the parties to be 
served with a copy of the notice of 
appeal are:
AHTNA, Incorporated, Drawer G, 

Copper Center, Alaska 99573.
State of Alaska, Department of Natural 

Resources, Division of Research and 
Development, Pouch 7-005, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99510.

Ann Johnson,
Chief, Branch o f AN CSA Adjudication.
(FR Doc. 81-32953 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Competitive Oil and Gas Lease Sale in 
the National Petroleum Reserve in 
Alaska; Correction

In the Federal Register Doc. 81-32308, • 
Monday, November 9,1981, the 
following sentence is added to the 
second paragraph appearing on page 
55430:

The leases will issue for a primary 
term of 10 years. The citation in 
paragraph a. G en eral Inform ation  
appearing on page 55431 is corrected to 
read as follows:

43 CFR 3130.1 
Robert H. Lawton,
Assistant Director.
November 12,1981.
[FR Doc. 81-33036 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 4310-84-M
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Meeting of Elko Grazing Advisory 
Board; Date Change

The Elko District BLM Grazing 
Advisory Board meeting originally 
scheduled for November 20,1981, has 
been rescheduled for Friday, December
4,1981. The meeting will be held at the 
Ranchinn in Elko beginning at 8:00 a.m. 
The meeting notice was published 
Thursday, October 22,1981, Document 
NO. 81-30656 at Page 51813 of the 
Federal Register.
Rodney Harris,
District Manager.
November 4,1981.
[FR Doc. 81-32884 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

[Serial No. 1-18220]

Idaho; Proposed Withdrawal
November 6,1981.

The U.S. Forest Service, Department 
of Agriculture, on October 30,1981, filed 
application, Serial No. 1-18220, for the 
withdrawal of the following described 
lands from location under the mining 
laws, subject to valid existing rights:
Boise Meridian 

Salmon National Forest 
T. 23 N., R. 20 E.,

Sec. 12,13,14.
Beginning at USLM No. 4, EUREKA 

MINING DISTRICT, said Monument No. 4 
being more particularly located in the 
unsurveyed NWViSEVi Section 24.

From point of beginning, North 4° 32' 52" 
East, 5061.93 feet to Comer No. 1, the TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING, said Corner being 
identical with Comer No. 1 of Lemhi Gold 
Placer, as shown on Moose Creek Hydraulic 
Placer Mineral Survey Plat No. 3057,
Thence North 0° 01' West, 4109.7 feet along 

the west line of Lemhi Gold Placer to a 
point at the intersection of line 1-2 of 
Rocky Mountain Placer, MS No. 1867, 
which point lies North 58° 56' West, 58.1 
feet from Corner No. 1 of MS No. 1867 and 
said point being Comer No. 2 of herein 
described lands;

Thence North 58° 56' West, along line 1-2 of 
MS No. 1867 for a distance of 817.35 feet to 
Comer No. 3;

Thence South 0° 01' East, 4529.24 feet to 
Comer No. 4;

Thence South 8° 33' East, 1877.1 feet to 
Comer No. 5;

Thence South 89° 49' East, 883 feet to Comer 
No. 6, said Comer No. 6 being identical 
with Corner No. 4 of Moose Creek 
Hydraulic Placer MS 3057;

Thence North 8° 33' West, 1877.1 feet along 
the west line of said Moose Creek 
Hydraulic Placer to Corner No. 7, said 
Comer No. 7 being identical with Comer 
No. 5 of MS No. 3057;

Thence North 89“ 49' West, 183 feet to Comer 
No. 1 ,  the True Point of Beginning.
The area described aggregates 07.02 acres 

in Lemhi County.

The lands will be segregated from 
entry and location under the general 
mining laws for a period of two years 
from the date of publication of the 
proposed withdrawal in the Federal 
Register, or until the withdrawal action 
is completed, or the application is 
cancelled, whichever is the shortest 
period of time.

Land uses of recreational and 
educational sight-seeing, hiking or 
motoring, camping, grazing of permitted 
livestock, hunting, Christmas tree and 
post and pole cutting, that are not 
damaging to the watershed, soil or 
constructed improvements will continue 
during the segregation period and during 
the withdrawal period.

The applicaton will be processed in 
accordance with the regulations set 
forth in 43 CFR 2300.

On or before February 16,1981, all 
persons who wish to submit comments, 
suggestions, or objections in connection 
with the proposed withdrawal, may 
present their, views in writing to the 
undersigned authorized officer of the 
Bureau of Land Management.

All communications in connection 
with this proposed withdrawal should 
be addressed to the undersigned officer, 
Bureau of Land Management, Federal 
Building, 550 W est Fort Street, Box 042, 
Boise, Idaho 83724.
Vincent S. Strobel,
Chief, Branch ofL&M  Operations.
[FR Doc. 81-32883 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 4310-84-M

Meeting of the Federal-State Coal 
Advisory Board
AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior.
a c t i o n : Notice.

s u m m a r y : This notice is to inform the 
public that there will be a meeting of the 
Federal-State Coal Advisory Board on 
December 17,1981, in Denver, Colorado. 
Major purposes of the meeting are (1) to 
discuss the national interest perspective 
for the Federal coal leasing program, (2) 
to obtain the State perspective on the 
Federal coal leasing program, and (3) to 
discuss the proposed rulemaking for the 
Federal coal program.
DATES: The advisory board will meet at 
8:00 a.m. on December 17,1981. 
a d d r e s s e s : The advisory board meeting 
will be held at the Holiday Inn-Airport, 
4040 Quebec, Denver, Colorado, 
telephone (303) 321-6666.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Monte Jordan, Chief, Division of Coal, 
Tar Sands, and Oil Shale, Bureau of 
Land Management (540), 18th and C

Streets, NW., Washington, D.C. 20240, 
telephone (202/FTS) 343-4336. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal-State Coal Advisory Board is 
chartered under the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act and advises the 
Secretary of the Interior on certain 
aspects of the Federal coal management 
and Federal oil shale leasing programs) 

The advisory board, which is required 
to convene at least once each year, will 
meet on December 17,1981, to discuss 
the national interest perspective for the 
Federal coal leasing program, to obtain 
the State perspective on the Federal coal 
leasing program, and to discuss the 
proposed rulemaking for the Federal 
coal program. The proposed rulemaking 
is scheduled for publication in the 
Federal Register in December 1981. The 
agenda for the meeting is attached as 
Appendix A.

The public will have the opportunity 
to address the board during the 
afternoon of the meeting. In addition, 
written comments will be accepted by 
the Director of the Bureau of Land 
Management, 18th and C Streets, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20240, until the close 
of business December 11,1981, or at the 
advisory board meeting. Those wishing 
to speak during the public comment 
period will be asked to so indicate at the 
meeting at which point the chairperson 
may impose a time limit to ensure that 
all speakers are heard. All comments 
received prior to or at the meeting will 
become part of the permanent record of 
the advisory board meeting.

Dated: November 9,1981.
Robert F. Burford,
Director.
Agenda

Federal-State Coal Advisory Board Meeting 

D ecem ber 17,1981
8:00 a.m.—Welcome and Opening Remarks—  

BLM Director—Deputy Director for Energy 
and Mineral Resources.

8:30 a.m.—Approval of 1980 Meeting Minutes. 
8:40 a.m.—Status Report on 1980 

Recommendations (written).
8:50 a.m.—Review and Approval of Meeting 

Agenda.
9:00 a.m.—Federal Coal Leasing Program—  

The National Perspective—BLM Director. 
9:45 a.m.—Break.
10:00 a.m.—Federal Coal Leasing Program—  

The State Perspective—State 
Representative.

10:45 a.m.—Proposed Coal Management 
Rulemaking.

11.45 a.m.—Lunch.
12:45 p.m.—Public Comment Period.
1:30 p.m.—Other Items/Discussion/ 

Recommendations.
2:15 p.m.—Break.
2:30 p.m.—Other Items/Discussion/ 

Recommendations (cont’d).
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3:15 p.m.—Closing Remarks. 
3:30 p.m.—Adjourn.
[FR Doc. 81-32974 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Intent To Prepare a Resource 
Management Plan and Environmental 
Impact Statement; White Mountains 
National Recreation Area

In accordance with 43 CFR 1601.3, 
notice is hereby given of the preparation 
of a Resource Management Plan (RMP) 
and the associated Environmental 
Impact Statement.

The RMP will be written for the White 
Mountains National Recreation Area 
and will provide the basis for resource 
allocations in that area, in accordance 
with the requirements of the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act and 
the Alaska National Interest Lands 
Conservation Act. The RMP and EIS are 
scheduled for completion by September, 
1984.

The White Mountains NRA lies north 
of Fox, Alaska, and includes the White 
Mountains and the upper portion of 
Beaver Creek and its tributaries. A map 
of the area, together with other 
documents relevant to the planning 
process, is available at the Bureau of 
Land Management, Fairbanks District 
Office, Gaffney and Marks Roads, Fort 
Wainwright, Alaska.

Anticipated issues may include 
mining, off-road vehicle use, and 
recreation.

An interdisciplinary planning team 
will be established, which will include 
personnel with expertise in the 
following areas: geology, wildlife 
biology, recreation planning, 
archaeology, soil conservation, and 
realty work.

The public may participate in the 
planning process by making written or 
verbal comments to BLM. A mailing list 
of interested parties will be established, 
and these people will be informed of 
issues and alternatives by direct mail. 
Public meetings will also be held to 
solicit public comments at certain steps 
in the planning process. Exact dates and 
locations will be announced later.

Further information can be obtained 
by contacting Jeff Scott, Planning Team 
Leader, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 1150, Fairbanks, Alaska 99707 
or by calling (907) 356-2025.
Carl D. Johnson,
District Manager.
(FR Doc. 81-32970 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

Intent To Prepare a Resource 
Management Plan and Environmental 
Impact Statement; Steese National 
Conservation Area

In accordance with 43 CFR 1601.3, 
notice is hereby given of the preparation 
of a Resource Management Plan (RMP) 
and the associated Environmental 
Impact Statement.

The RMP will be written for the 
Steese National Conservation Area and 
will provide the basis for resource 
allocations in that area, in accordance 
with the requirements of the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act and 
the Alaska National Interest Lands 
Conservation Act. The RMP and EIS are 
scheduled for completion by September 
1984.

The Steese NCA consists of two units, 
both in the vicinity of Central, Alaska. 
One unit lies north of the Steese 
Highway and contains the upper portion 
of Preacher Creek and its tributaries.
The other unit lies south of the Steese 
Highway and contains the upper portion 
of Birch Creek and its tributaries. A map 
of the Steese NCA, together with other 
documents relevant to the planning 
process, is available at the Bureau of 
Land Management, Fairbanks District 
Office, Gaffney and Marks Roads, Fort 
Wainwright, Alaska.

Anticipated issues may include 
mineral exploration and development, 
protection of caribou range, off-road 
vehicle use, and recreation.

An interdisciplinary planning team 
will be established, which will include 
personnel with expertise in the 
following areas: geology, wildlife 
biology, recreation planning, 
archaeology, soil conservation, and 
realty work.

The public may participate in the 
planning process by making written or 
verbal comment to BLM. A mailing list 
of interested parties will be established, 
and these people will be informed of 
issues and alternatives by direct mail. 
Public meetings will also be held to 
solicit public comments at certain steps 
in the planning process. Exact dates and 
locations will be announced later.

Further information can be obtained 
by contacting Jeff Scott, Planning Team 
Leader, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 1150, Fairbanks, Alaska 99707 
or by calling (907) 356-2025.
Carl D. Johnson,
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 81-32971 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M

National Park Service

Availability of Draft General 
Management Plan/Development 
Concept Plan and Finding of No 
Significant Impact; Jean Lafitte 
National Historical Park, Jefferson and 
St. Bernard Parishes, Louisiana

Pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, Title 
40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, 
and Part 516 of the Departmental 
Manual, the National Park Service has 
prepared a Finding of No Significant 
Impact for the Draft General 
Management Plan/Development 
Concept Plan for Jean Lafitte National 
Historical Park, Jefferson and St.
Bernard Parishes, Louisiana.

The Environmental Assessment for 
the Draft General Management Plan/ 
Development Concept Plan was 
distributed and made available by 
publication in the Federal Register of 
July 13,1981, and a News Release in 
local news media sources.

A Finding of No Significant Impact 
has now been completed. Based on 
public review, input received, and on 
management objectives, a draft plan 
(proposal) has been formulated from 
those elements of the three alternatives, 
in addition to a “no-action” alternative, 
which provides for a balance of visitor 
opportunities and resource protection in 
the various units of the historical park; 
and yet represents an intermediate level 
of development and cost.

Copies of the Finding of No Significant 
Impact are available at the following 
locations: Jean Lafitte National 
Historical Park, 400 Royal Street, Room 
200, New Orleans, Louisiana 70130; and 
the Southwest Regional Office, National 
Park Service, 1100 Old Santa Fe Trail, 
Post Office Box 728, Santa Fe, New 
Mexico 87501.

It is the conclusion of the National 
Park Service that the proposal is not a 
major Federal action that will 
significantly affect the human 
environment; therefore no 
environmental impact statement will be 
prepared.

Anyone wishing to provide comments 
on the Finding of No Significant Impact 
for the Draft General Management Plan/ 
Development Concept Plan should 
provide them to the Superintendent, . 
Jean Lafitte National Historical Park, at 
the address provided above, on or 
before December 16,1981.

Following public review of the Finding 
of No Significant Impact, the final 
General Management Plan/ 
Development Concept Plan will be 
prepared and implemented.
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Dated: November 3,1981.
Robert Kerr,
Regional Director, Southwest Region,
[FR Doc. 81-32968 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION
[Finance Docket No. 29674 (Sub-1)]

Chicago & North Western 
Transportation Co., and Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad 
Co. (Debtor); Application To Acquire 
and Operate Line Between Slater and 
Woodward, IA
AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission.
ACTION: Application Accepted for 
Consideration.

s u m m a r y : The Commission is accepting 
for consideration the application of the 
Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Company to acquire and 
operate a line of railroad owned by the 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company, Debtor (Richard B. 
Ogilvie, Trustee), located between 
Slater and Woodward, LA.
DATE: Verified statements supporting or 
opposing the application must be 
received at the Commission by 
December 11,1981.
ADDRESS: An original and 5 copies of all 
statements should make reference to 
Finance Docket No. 29674 (Sub-No. 1) 
and should be sent to; Section of 
Finance, Room 5414, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20423, Attention: Milwaukee 
Acquisition.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ernest Abbott, (202) 275-3002. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Company (C&NW) filed 
an application on November 2,1981, 
under Section 17(b) of the Milwaukee 
Railroad Restructuring Act, Pub. L. 96- 
101, 93 Stat. 736 (1979) and 49 CFR Part 
1111, et seq., for authority to purchase 
certain properties of the Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad 
Company, Debtor (Richard B. Ogilvie, 
Trustee) (Milwaukee Road) located in 
Iowa. The application will be handled 
under the rules adopted in Ex Parte No. 
282 (Sub-No. 4) A cqu isition  Procedures 
fo r L in es o f R ailroads, 3601.C.C. 623 
(1980), 45 FR 6107 (January 25,1980).

The property involved consists of 13.9 
miles of right-of-way and track located 
between Slater at milepost 339.6 and 
Woodward at milepost 353.5 in Story, 
Boone and Dallas Counties, IA.

C&NW is presently operating over the 
Milwaukee Road line under Service 
Order Numbers 1432 and 1474. A sale 
and purchase agreement was signed by 
the C&NW and Milwaukee Road on 
August 10,1981. No governmental 
assistance is involved in this proposal.

We have received this application and 
find that it contains the information 
required by our regulations.

A copy of comments should be served 
upon the Attorney General of the United 
States and the United States Secretary 
of Transportation, and upon S. F. 
Gassner, One North Western Center, 
Chicago, IL 60606. By order of the 
Milwaukee’s Reorganization Court, the 
Commission will issue a final decision 
on this application on or before 
February 1,1982.

It is  ordered:
1. The application in Finance Docket 

No. 29674 (Sub-No. 1) is accepted for 
consideration.

2. The parties shall comply with all 
provisions as stated above.

3. This decision is effective on 
November 12,1981.

Dated: November 9,1981.
By the Commission, Carl Bausch, Acting 

Director, Office of Proceedings.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32919 Filed  11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Finance Docket No. 29760]

The Maryland & Delaware Railroad 
Co.— Exemption of Trackage Rights
AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of exemption.

s u m m a r y : Under 49 U.S.C. 10505, the 
Commission exempts from the 
requirements of 49 U.S.G. 11343 for prior 
approval, the trackage rights agreement 
between Maryland & Delaware Railroad 
Company (M&D) and Consolidated Rail 
Corporation (ConRail). The agreement 
grants M&D die right to transport 
locomotives only over 7.8 miles of 
ConRail’s track between milepost 29.0 
near Townsend, DE and milepost 36.8 
near Clayton, DE.
d a t e : This exemption will be effective 
on the date the Commission served its 
decision. Petitions to reopen for 
reconsideration of this action must be 
filed on or before December 7,1981. 
a d d r e s s e s : Send petitions to reopen to:
(1) Interstate Commerce Commission, 

Room 5417, Section of Finance, 
Washington, DC 20423 

and

(2) Petitioner’s representative, J. A. 
Hannold, P.O. Box 2596, Salisbury, Md 
21801, petitions should refer to 
Finance Docket No. 29760.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ellen D. Hanson, 202-275-7245. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: For 
further information, see decision served 
concurrently in Finance Docket No. 
29760.

Copies of the complete decision may 
be obtained from Room 2227 at the 
Commission’s Headquarters at 12th and 
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
DC 20423, or by calling the 
Commission’s toll-free number for 
copies at (800) 424-5403.

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, 
Vice-Chairman Clapp, Commissioners 
Gresham and Gilliam.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32920 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7035-01-11

Motor Carrier Finance Applications; 
Decision-Notice

The following applications, filed on or 
after July 3,1980, seek approval to 
consolidate, purchase, merge, lease 
operating rights and properties, or 
acquire control of motor carriers 
pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 11343 or 11344. 
Also, applications directly related to 
these motor finance applications (such 
as conversions, gateway eliminations, 
and securities issuances) may be 
involved.

The applications are governed by 
Special Rule 240 of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice {49 CFR 1100.240). See 
Ex Parte 55 (Sub-No. 44), R u les  
Governing A p plica tion s F ile d  B y  M otor 
Carriers U nder 49 U .S .C . 11344 and  
11349, 363 LC.C. 740 (1981). These rules 
provide among other things, that 
opposition to the granting of an 
application must be filed with the 
Commission in the form of verified 
statements within 45 days after the date 
of notice of filing of the application is 
published in the Federal Register.
Failure seasonably to oppose will be 
construed as a waiver of opposition and 
participation in the proceeding. If the 
protest includes a request for oral 
hearing, the request shall meet the 
requirements of Rule 242 of the special 
rules and shall include the certification 
required.

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.241. A copy of any 
application, together with applicant’s 
supporting evidence, can be obtained 
from any applicant upon request and
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payment to applicant of $10.00, in 
accordance with 49 CFR 1100.241(d).

Am endm ents to the request fo r  
authority w ill not be accepted after the 
date o f this publication. However, the 
Commission may modify the operating 
authority involved in the application to 
conform to the Commission’s policy of 
simplifying grants of operating authority.

W e fin d , with the exception of those 
applications involving impediments (e.g., 
jurisdictional problems, unresolved 
fitness questions, questions involving 
possible unlawful control, or improper 
divisions of operating rights) that each 
applicant has demonstrated, in 
accordance with the applicable 
provisions of 49 U.S.C. 11301,11302, 
11343,11344, and 11349, and with the 
Commission’s rules and regulations, that 
the proposed transaction should be 
authorized as stated below. Except 
where specifically noted this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor does it appear 
to qualify as a major regulatory action 
under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975.

In the absence of legally sufficient. 
protests as to the finance application or 
to any application directly related 
thereto filed within 45 days of 
publication (or, if the application later 
becomes unopposed), appropriate 
authority will be issued to each 
applicant (unless the application 
involves impediments) upon compliance 
with certain requirements which will be 
set forth in a notification of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice. To 
the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant’s 
existing authority, the duplication shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right.

Applicant(s) must comply with all 
conditions set forth in the grant or 
grants of authority within the time 
period specified in the notice of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice, or 
the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied.

Dated: November 2,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board Number 

3, Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell.

MC-F-14720, filed October 22,1981. 
KLOSE BROS., INC. (KLOSE) (5440 
Comly Street, Philadelphia, PA 19135)- 
PURCHASE P. CALLAHAN, INC. 
(CALLAHAN) (5240 Comly Street, 
Philadelphia, PA 19135). Representative: 
James W. Patterson, 1200 Western 
Savings Bank Bldg., Philadelphia, PA 
19107. Klose seeks authority to purchase 
the interstate operaring rights and 
certain intrastate operating rights of 
Callahan. Terrence L. Bowers and

Edward J. Taylor, who control Klose 
seek in turn to acquire control and said 
rights through the transaction. Klose is 
purchasing the interstate operating 
rights of Callahan contained in 
Certificate No. MC-20894 and MC-20894 
(Sub-Nos. 8,-12,14,16,19, 21, 22G, 23, 
and 26F), which authorize the 
transportation, as a common carrier, 
over regular and irregular routes of 
general com m odities and various 
sp e cified  com m odities between various 
points in NY, NJ, PA, and, to a limited 
extent, DE, CT, MA, RI, MD, VA, and 
DC. Klose presently holds interstate 
common carrier authority in certificate 
issued in MC-64281. TA has been 
sought.

Note.—Although the application form 
indicates that Klose seeks authority to 
purchase all of Callahan’s operating 
authority, the agreement of sale executed by 
the parties does not include a reference to 
Callahan's contract carrier permit MC-119140 
(Sub-No. 1). Accordingly, our approval will 
not extend to that permit.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32921 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 7035-01-M

Motor Carrier Finance Applications; 
Decision-Notice

As indicated by the findings below, 
the Commission has approved the 
following applications filed under 49 
U.S.C. 10924,10926,10931 and 10932.

W e fin d :
Each transaction is exempt from 

section 11343 (formerly section 5) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, and complies 
with the appropriate transfer rules.

This decision is neither a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment nor a 
major regulatory action under the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 
1975.

Petitions seeking reconsideration must 
be filed within 20 days from the date of 
this publication. Replies must be filed 
within 20 days after the final date for 
filing petitions for reconsiderations; any 
interested person may file and serve a 
reply upon the parties to the proceeding. 
Petitions which do not comply with the 
relevant transfer rules at 49 CFR 1132.4 
may be rejected.

If petitions for reconsideration are not 
timely filed, and applicants satisfy the 
conditions, if any, which have been 
imposed, the application is granted and 
they will receive an effective notice. The 
notice will indicate that consummation 
of the transfer will be presumed to occur 
on the 20th day following service of the 
notice, unless either applicant has 
advised the Commission that the

transfer will not be consummated or 
that an extension of time for 
consummation is needed. The notice 
will also recite the compliance 
requirements which must be met before 
the transferee may commence 
operations.

Applicants must comply with any 
conditions set forth in the following 
decision-notices within 30 days after 
publication, or within any approved 
extension period. Otherwise', the 
decision-notice shall have no further 
effect.

It  is  O rdered:
The following applications are 

approved, subject to the conditions 
stàted in the publication, and further 
subject to the administrative 
requirements stated in the effective 
notice to be issued hereafter.

By the Commission, Review Board Number 
3, Krock, Joyce and Dowell.

Supplemental Publication

MC-FC-78982. By decision of October
23.1981 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 
and the transfer rules at 49 CFR 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to MARATHON BUS LINES, 
INC. of South Amboy, N of Certificate 
No. MC-140797 (Sub-No. 2) issued June
16.1981 to BLUE AND GREY TRANSIT, 
INC. of Brooklyn, NY authorizing 
transportation, over irregular routes, of 
passengers and their baggage in the 
same vehicle with passengers between: 
(1) Madison TWP. NJ, and New York, 
NY. Sayreville, NJ, and New York, NY. 
Elizabeth, NJ, and New York, NY. 
Interchange 114 of the Garden State 
Parkway at the Holmd 1-Middletown 
Township Boundary Line, NJ, and New 
York, NY, and junction U.S. Hwy 9 and 
NJ Hwy 439 located in Elizabeth, NJ and 
junction NJ Hwy 439 and NJ Turnpike 
located in Elizabeth NJ, all the foregoing 
for purposes of joinder only; and (2) over 
alternate routes, for operating 
convenience only between U.S. Hwy 9 
and NJ Turnpike in Woodbridge, NJ and 
NJ Turnpike in Woodbridge. Subject to 
the following conditions: No incidental 
charter operations. Applicant’s 
representative: John R. Sims, Jr., 915 
Pennsylvania Bldg., 42513th St., N.W., 
Washington, DC 20004.

Note.—The purpose of this Supplemental 
publication is to include the recently served 
certificate referred to herein to the authority 
approved for transfer by this Board and 
published in the Federal Register on June 15, 
1981.

MC-FC-79339. By decision of 10/30/
81 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 CFR 1132, Review 
Board Number 3 approved the transfer 
to HAS TRUCKING, INC. of 3930 16th
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Ave., SW, Cedar Rapids, IA 52406 of a 
portion of Certifícate No. MC-114273 
(Sub-No. 224), all of Sub-Nos. 778 and 
779, and a portion of Sub-No. 780 issued 
to CRST, INC. of P.O.J3ox 68, Cedar 
Rapids, IA 52406 authorizing the 
transportation of general commodities 
and certain specified commodities, over 
regular routes, between specified points 
in IL, IA, NE, KS, MO, IN, PA, NY, MD, 
and OH, and serving certain 
intermediate and off-route points. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert E. 
Ronchar, P.O. Box 1943, Cedar Rapids, 
IA 52406. TA lease is not sought. 
Transferee is riot a carrier.

MC-FC-79368. By decision of October
27.1981 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 
and the transfer rules at 49 C FR 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to TOM WILSON INC. of 
Emporia, KS of that portion of 
Certificate No. MC-145743 (Sub-No. 
22)X, issued July 1,1981 to T.F.S. INC. of 
Grand Island, NE authorizing the 
transportation of food and related 
products between points in York 
County, NE, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in CA. Applicants’ 
representative: J. Philip Welch, P.O. Box 
816, Emporia, KS 66801. Transferee 
presently holds no permanent authority 
from this Commission. TA has been 
filed.

MC-FC-79413. By decision of October
23.1981 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 
and the transfer rules at 49 CFR 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to THE JUSTAK 
CORPORATION of a portion of 
Certificate No. MC-2844 (Sub-No. 6) 
issued to ROBINSON BUS SERVICE, 
INC. authorizing the transportation over 
regular routes of passengers and their 
baggage, between (1) Chicago, IL and 
Hammond, IN, (2) Chicago, IL and Gary, 
IN, (3) Hammond, IN and Lansing, IL, (4) 
Hammond, IN and Calumet City, IL, (5) 
Hammond and Griffin, IN and Oak Glen 
IL, (6) Hammond and East Chicago, IN, 
(7) points in Hammond, IN, (8) points in 
East Chicago, IN, (9) Whiting and 
Highland, IN, (10) points in Chicago, IL, 
(11) Hammond and Whiting, IN, (12) 
points in Whiting and (13) the junction 
of Campbell Avenue and Michigan City 
Road and the junction of Burnham 
Avenue, and Michigan City Road in 
Calumet C ity , IL. Applicants’ 
representative: ALLAN C.
ZUCKERMAN, 29 South LaSalle Street, 
Suite 905; Chicago, IL 60603.

Note.—Transferee is a non-carrier.
MC-FC-79414. By decision of October

26.1981 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 
and the transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to S & I TRANSPORT, of

Perrysburg, OH of Certificates No. MC- 
146432 Subs 1 and 3, issued to THE 
HIRT TRUCKING COMPANY (a 
corporation), of Fremont, OH, 
authorizing food stu ffs and related  
products, (1) between facilities of Heinz 
U.S.A. at Holland, MI, Fremont and 
Toledo, OH, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in IN, MI, and OH; and
(2) from the above facilities of Heinz to 
points in AL, FL, GA, MS, and SC. 
Applicant’s representative: Edgar Irelan, 
P.O. Box 515, Perrysburg, OH 43551. TA 
lease is not sought. Transferee is not a 
carrier.

MC-FC-79415. By decision of October
26,1981 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 
and the transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to Z & H TRANSPORT, INC. of 
Certificate No. MC-145026 (Subs Nos.
10,11,12 and 13X) issued to 
NORTHEAST CORRIDOR EXPRESS, 
INC. authorizing the transportation of 
food stu ffs and m aterials and su pplies 
used in the processing or distribution of 
foodstuffs; containers and m aterials and 
su pp lies used in the manufacture of 
containers, such com m odities as are 
dealt in or used by grocery and food 
business houses, between various points 
in the United States, and general 
com m odities, (with exceptions for the 
United States government) between 
points in the United States. Applicants’ 
representative: Dwight L. Koerber, Jr., 
110 North Second Street, P.O. Box 1320, 
Clearfield, PA 16830. Transferee is a 
rion-carrier and no TA filed.

MC-FC-79416. By decision of October 
23,1981issued under 49 U.S.C. 10931 
and the transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to GAAC EXPRESS, INC., of 
East Palo Alto, CA, of Certificate of 
Registration No. MC-121436 (Sub-No. 1) 
issued to JOAN C. SLOAN, d/b/a D&J 
TRANSPORTATION, of San Francisco, 
CA, authorizing G en eral com m odities 
(with exceptions), between points in the 
San Francisco, CA Territory, underlying 
intrastate rights were issued by the 
Public Utilities Commission of CA in 
Decisions 62555, 63899, and 82950. 
Condition: Prior approval by the State of 
California of the transfer of the 
underlying rights. Applicant’s 
representative: William D. Taylor, 100 
Pine St., Suite 2550, San Francisco, CA 
94111. TA lease is not sought.
Transferee is not a carrier.

MC-FC-79417. By decision of 10/27/
81 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1132, Review 
Board Number 3 approved the transfer 
to HOMER J ONES-ARCHIE PIPPIN 
SCENIC TOURS, INC., of Minden, LA, of 
Certificate No. MC-150405F issued April

23,1981 to HOMER JONES d/b/a 
HOMER JONES SCENIC'TOURS, of 
Minden, LA, authorizing the 
transportation by irregular routes of 
passengers and their baggage, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, in special 
and charter operations, beginning and 
ending at points in a described portion 
of Louisiana and extending to points in 
the United States (including Alaska but 
excluding Hawaii). Applicant’s 
representative is: Edwin M. Snyder, 
Winkle, Wells & Stafford, 1125 
Exchange Park, P.O. Box 45538, Dallas, 
TX 75245.

MC-FC-79418. By decision of October
28,1981, issued under 49 U.S.C«-10926 
and the transfer rules at 49 CFR 1132, 
Review Board Number 3 approved the 
transfer to POLZIN, INC., of Certificate 
Nos. MC-145743 (Sub-No. 2F) issued 
December 11,1980 and (Sub-No. 23) 
issued July 23,1981 to T.F.S., INC., 
authorizing the transportation of (1) 
fiberg la ss buildings, fiberg la ss building  
section s and building p an els, structural 
building com ponents, and building  
equipm ent, and (2) m aterials, 
equipm ent, su pp lies, and a ccessories 
used in the construction of buildings, 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
the facilities of Concept Fiberglass 
Homes, Inc., at or near Grand Island,
NE, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI); 
and such com m odities as are dealt in 
and used by building materials and 
home improvement stores, between 
points in the U.S., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, the facilities used by 
Payless Cashways, Inc., in the U.S. 
Transferee’s representative: Michael J. 
Ogbom, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 
68501. Transferee is not a carrier. TA 
lease is not sought.

MC-FC-79420. By decision of 10/26/ 
81 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1132, Review 
Board Number 3 approved the transfer 
to RAC ENTERPRISES, LTD., d/b/a 
THE TRAVEL SHOP (also GOOD TIME 
CHARTERS), of Bluefield, WV, of 
License No. MC-130603 issued to 
AMERICAN TOURIST TRAVEL 
AGENCY, INC., of Bluefield, WV 
authorizing a brokerage service at 
Bluefield, WV, of passengers and their 
baggage, in special and charter 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in VA and WV and extending to 
points in the U.S. (including AK and HI). 
Applicant’s representative: John H.
Shott, P.O. Box 727, Bluefield, WV 24701.

MC-FC-79427. By decision of 10/26/
81 issued under 49 U.S.C. 10926 and the 
transfer rules at 49 C.F.R. 1132, Review 
Board Number 3 approved the transfer
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to INBULK TRANSPORT, INC. of Permit 
No. MC-124070 (Sub-No. 36) issued to 
CHEMICAL HAULERS, INC. authorizing 
the transportation of com m odities in  
bulk, betw een points in  the U nited  
States under continuing contract(s) w ith  
Union Carbide Corporation o f  N ew  
York, N Y  and D O W  C hem ical U .S .A . o f  
Strongville, O H . A p plica n t’s  
representative: A lla n  C . Zuckerm an, 29 
South L aSa lle Street, Su ite 905, Chicago, 
IL  60603.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32922 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Permanent Authority Decisions Volume 
No. 196]

Motor Carrier Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Restriction Removals; 
Decision-Notice

Decided: November 9,1981.

The following restriction removal 
applications, filed after December 28,
1980, are governed by 49 C FR1137. Part 
1137 was published in the Federal 
Register of December 31,1980, at 45 FR 
86747.

Persons wishing to file a comment to 
an application must follow the rules 
under 49 CFR 1137.12. A copy of any 
application can be obtained from any 
applicant upon request and payment to 
applicant of $10.00.

Amendments to the restriction 
removal applications are not allowed.

Some of die applications may have 
been modified prior to publication to 
conform to the special provisions 
applicable to restriction removal.

Findings
We find, preliminarily, that each 

applicant has demonstrated that its 
requested removal of restrictions or 
broadening of unduly narrow authority 
is consistent with 49 U.S.C. 10922(h).

In the absence of comments filed 
within 25 days of publication of this 
decision-notice, appropriate reformed 
authority will be issued to each 
applicant. Prior to beginning operations 
under the newly issued authority, 
compliance must be made with the 
normal statutory and regulatory 
requirements for common and contract 
carriers.

By the Commission, Restriction Removal 
Board, Members Sporn, Ewing, and Shaffer. 
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.

MC 27144 (Sub-8)X, filed October 30,
1981. Applicant: MASSELINK 
BROTHERS TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., 
901 Freeman Avenue, SW., Grand

Rapids, MI 49502. Representative: David 
E. S. Marvin, Tenth Floor, Michigan 
National Tower, Lansing, MI 48933. Lead 
and Sub 3: (1) Broaden general 
commodities (with exceptions) to 
“general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives)”, lead (part 1) and 
Sub 3; (2) allow service at all 
intermediate points, lead (part 1); and
(3) remove several restrictions, such as; 
exrail, and limited to service which is 
auxiliary to, or supplemental of, rail 
service of the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Railway Company, lead and Sub 3.

MC 52657 (Sub-761)X, filed October
19,1981. Applicant: ARCO AUTO 
CARRIERS, INC., 16 W est 151 Shore 
Court, Burr Ridge, IL 60521. 
Representative: Anthony E. Young, 29 
South LaSalle Street, Suite 350, Chicago, 
IL 60603. Lead, Subs 7, 336, 342, 343,345, 
351, 352, 356, 370, 407, 426, 432, 438, 439, 
444, 454, 458, 460, 468, 472, 476, 478, 488, 
489, 492, 494, 498, 503, 504, 507, 508, 509, 
510, 512, 515, 516, 523, 526, 527, 528, 535, 
542, 552, 559, 560, 561, 568, 569, 571, 573, 
586, 589, 591, 593, 595, 598, 602, 605, 608, 
609, 619, 622, 624, 626, 632, 633, 634, 637, 
638, 639, 640, 642, 647, 648, 651, 652, 654, 
655, 656, 657, 658, 660, 661, 663, 665, 666, 
669, 670, 671, 674, 675, 676, 677, 678, 680, 
684, 685, 686, 690, 691, 692, 693, 694, 695, 
696, 697, 699, 701, 705, 707, 709, 712, 713, 
714, 716, 718, 721, 722, 724, 727, 728,729, 
732,735, 737, 738, 739, 740, 741, 745F, 
747F, 751F, 752F, 756, E l, E2, E3, E4, E5, 
E6, E7, E8, E9, E10, E ll , E12, E13, E14, 
E15, E16, E17, E18, E19, E20, E21, E22,
E23, E24, E25, E26, E27, E28, E29, E30,
E31, E32, E33, E34, E35, E36, E37, E38,
E39, E40, £41, E42, E43, E44, E45, and 
E46. Broaden to "transportation 
equipment” from automobiles, trucks, 
trailers, tractors, and chassis (also new); 
trailers and tractors chassis (except 
those designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles) rejected 
shipments of motor vehicles, bodies, 
cabs, hoists, winches, tailgates, liftgates, 
and freight gates, cargo and storage 
containers and cargo container bodies, 
fire engines and fire apparatus, refuse 
truck and trailer bodies, and refuse 
containers, trailer dolly converters, 
transit or truck mixers, buses, motor 
homes, truck and trailer engines and 
parts, materials, equipment and 
supplies; replace cities with county-wide 
authority as follows: Mobile to Mobile 
Co., AL, in Subs 336 and E7; Fort Payne 
to DeKalb Co., AL, in Subs 684, 718, and 
El; Enterprise to Coffee Co., AL, in Sub 
695; Birmingham to Jefferson Co., AL, in 
Sub E4; Fort Smith to Sebastian Co., AR, 
in Sub 336; El Sugundo and La Verne to ” 
Los Angeles Co., CA, in Subs 345 and 
716; Emeryville to Alameda Co., CA, in 
Subs 460 and 476; Milford to New Haven

Co., CT, in Sub 561; Jacksonville to 
Duval Co., FL, in Subs 336 and E7; Forest 
Park to Clayton Co., GA, in Subs 652 
and E23; Macon to Bibb Co., GA, in Sub 
713; Lyons, Cicero, Franklin Park to 
Cook Co., IL, and Deerfield to Lake Co„ 
IL, in Subs 336, 351, 407, E l, and E5; East 
Peroria to
Tazewell Co, IL, in Subs 336, E6, and E7; 
DeKalb to Dekalb Co, IL, in Subs 336 
and E7; Streator to LaSalle and 
Livingston Cos, IL, in Subs 352, 503, and 
586; Mount Vernon to Jefferson Co, IL, in 
Sub 432; Geneva to Kane Co, IL, in Sub 
432; Jerseyville to Jersey Co, IL, in Sub 
432; Arthur to Douglas and Moultrie Cos, 
IL, in Sub 444; Deerfield to Lake Co, IL, 
in Sub E5; Mattoon to Coles Co, IL, in 
Subs 509, 568, and 593; Bloomington to 
McLean Co, IL, in Subs 591 and E5; 
Belvidere to Boone Co, IL, in Sub 634; 
Naperville to DuPage Co, IL, in Sub E2; 
Kankakee to Kafikakee Co, IL, in Sub E4; 
Effingham to Effingham Co, IL, in Sub 
E6; Paris to Edgar Co, IL, in Sub E46; 
South Bend and Mishawaka to St.
Joseph Co, IN, in lead, Subs 352, 458,
527, E4 and E5; Marion to Grant Co, IN, 
in Subs 7 and 336; Indianapolis to 
Marion Co, IN, in Subs 336, 352,476, and 
E6; Gary to Lake Co, IN, in Subs 336,
476, and E7; Syracuse to Koscuisko Co, 
IN, in Sub 351; Delphi to Carroll Co, IN, 
in Sub 407; Fort Wayne to Allen Co, IN, 
in Subs 460,476, 660, and E6;
Churubusco to Whitley Co, IN, in Sub 
516; Michigan City to LaPorte Co, IN, in 
Sub 552; Evansville to Vanderburgh Co, 
IN, in Sub E6; Pleasant Ridge to Jasper 
Co, IN, in Sub 515; Burlington to Des 
Moines Co, IA, in Sub 444; Cedar Rapids 
to Linn Co, IA, in Sub 472; Forest City to 
Winnebago Co, IA, in Sub 739; Kansas 
City to Wyandotte Co, KS, in Sub 752F; 
Louisville to Jefferson Co, KY, in Sub E6; 
New Orleans to Orleans Parish, LA, in 
Subs 336 and E7; Shreveport to Bossier 
and Caddo Parishes, LA, in Sub 336; 
Minden to Webster Parish, LA, in Subs 
696 and 714; Pikesville to Baltimore Co, 
MD, in Sub 454; Crisfield to Somerset 
Co, MD, in Sub 542; Hampstead to 
Carroll Co, MD, in Sub 692; Hagerstown 
to Washington Co, MD, in Sub 642; 
Framingham to Middlesex Co, MA, in 
Sub 642; Wayne to Wayne Co, MI, in 
Subs 336, 352, 476,568, E3 and E6; 
Warren to Macomb Co, MI, in Sub 568; 
Pontiac to Oakland Co, MI, in lead; 
Milan to Wastenaw and Monroe Cos, 
MI, in Sub 701; Monroe to Monroe Co, 
MI, in Sub E5; Hastings to Barry Co, ML 
in Sub 351; Mount Pleasant to Isabella 
Co, MI, in Sub 571; Holland to Allegan 
and Ottawa Cos, MI, in Sub 658; St. Paid 
to Ramsey Co, MN, in Sub 685; Opole to 
Steams Co, MN, in Sub 740; Jackson to 
Hinds Co, MS, in Sub 336; Gulfport to
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Harrison Co, MS, in 336; Hazelwood to 
St. Louis Co, MO, in Sub E46; St. Charles 
to St. Charles Co, MO, in Sub 444; St. 
Clair to Franklin Co, MO, in Sub 508; 
West Plains to Howell Co, MO, in Sub 
E46; Prospect Park to Passaic Co, NJ, in 
Sub 336; Elizabeth and Linden to Union 
Co, NJ, in Sub 356; South Hackensack to 
Bergen Co, NJ, in Sub 512; Vineland to 
Cumberland Co, NJ, in Subs 690, 713, 
and E46; Weehawken to Hudson Co, NJ, 
in Sub 694; Port Newark to Essex Co, NJ, 
in Sub 727; Albuquerque to Bernalillo 
Co, NM, in Sub 444;T3rooklyn to Kings 
Co, NY, in Sub 561; Hammondsport to 
Steuben Co, NY, in Sub 336; Oneonta to 
Otsego Co, NY, in Sub 438; Morris to 
Otsego Co, NY, in Sub 438; North 
Tarrytown to Westchester Co, NY, in 
Sub 498; Voorheesville and Selkirk to 
Albany Co, NY, in Subs 504 and 642; 
Elmira Heights and Horseheads Holding 
Point to Chemung Co, NY, in Sub 560; 
Waverly to Tioga Co, NY, in Sub 595; 
Little Ferry to Bergen Co, NJ, in Sub 642; 
Buffalo to Erie Co, NY, in Subs 642 and 
677; Scotia to Schenectady Co, NY, in 
Sub 670; Burlington to Alamance Co,
NC, in Sub 426; Charlotte to 
Mecklenburg Co, NC, in Sub 670; Toledo 
to Lucas Co, OH, in Subs 741 and E5; 
Wooster and Orrville to Wayne Co, OH, 
in Subs 336,460,476, 680, and E7; Akron 
to Summitt Co, OH, in Subs 336 and E7; 
Galion and Bucyrus to Crawford Co,
OH, in Subs 352, 476, 637, 652, 655, 713, 
and El; Marion to Marion Co, OH, in 
Subs 352,476, 637, and El; Cleveland to 
Cuyahoga Co, OH, in Subs 352, 508, and 
E4; Fayette and Delta to Fulton Co, OH, 
in Subs 476 and 675; Bryan to Williams 
Co, OH, in Sub 489; Wapakoneta to 
Auglaize Co, OH, in Subs 492 and 637; 
Sidney to Shelby County, OH in Sub 507; 
Cardington to Morrow Co, OH, in Subs 
508, 637, and El; Mansfield to Richland 
Co, OH, in Sub 619; Bellevue to Huron 
and Sandusky Cos, OH, in Sub 626; Lima 
to Allen Co, OH in Subs 638, 652, and 
655; Grandview Heights to Franklin Co, 
QH, in Sub 657; Avon Lake to Lorain Co, 
OH, in Sub 660; Norwalk to Huron Co, 
OH, in Sub 680; Massillion to Stark Co, 
OH, in Sub 680; Mount Vernon to Knox 
Co, OH, in Sub 721; Randolph to Portage 
Co, OH, in Sub 747F; Walbridge to 
Wood Co, OH, in Sub E2; Winesburg to 
Holmes Co, OH, in Sub 713; Durant to 
Bryan Co, OK, in Subs 655, 697, and 713; 
Quapaw to Ottawa Co, OK, in Sub 439; 
Exeter and Hazelton to Luzeren Co, PA, 
in Subs 7, 509, 568, 569, 609, 622, 632, E2, 
and E46; York, Hanover, Windsor, and 
Manchester to York Co, PA, in Subs 336, 
352,488, 669, and E6; Albion to Erie Co, 
PA, in Subs 336 and 675; Dowingtown 
and Exton to Chester Co, in PA, in Subs 
454, 460, and 476; Lancaster to

Lancaster Co, PA, in Sub 468; Reading 
facility and Boyertown to Berks Co, PA, 
in Subs 512, 656, 663, and 699; Hummels 
Wharf to Dauphin Co, PA, in Subs 559 
and 647; Lansdale and Eagle to 
Montgomery Co, PA, in Subs 589, 609, 
633, 651, 728, and E2; Scranton to 
Lackawanna Co, PA, in Sub 609; 
Pittsburgh and Pitcairn to Allegheny Co, 
PA, in Subs 642 and 694; Morgantown to 
Berks Co, PA, in Sub 732; Ernest to 
Indiana Co, PA, in Subs 642 and 694; 
New Castle and New Wilmington to 
Lawrence Co, PA, in Subs 709 and 735; 
Lebanon to Lebanon Co, PA, in Sub 712; 
Longview to Gregg Co, TX, in Sub 714; 
Berkeley Springs to Morgan Co, WV, in 
Sub 654; Elizabeth to Wirt Co, WV, in 
Sub 674; Parkersburg to Wood Co, WV, 
in Sub 674; Lewisburg to Greenbrier Co, 
WV, in Sub E6; Kenosha to Kenosha Co, 
WI, in lead, Subs 7, 343, 510, 722; Racine 
to Racine Co, WI, in lead, Sub 7; 
Clintonville to Waupaca Co, WI, in lead, 
Subs 7, and 609; Oshkosh to Winnebago 
Co, WI, in lead, Subs 7, 535, and 639; 
Edgerton to Rock Co, WI, in Subs 7 and 
608; Stoughton to Dane Co, WI, in Subs 7 
and 528; Appleton to Calumet and 
Outagamie Cos, WI, in Sub 7; change its 
one way authorities to radial in all 
authorities; remove restrictions: 
facilities in Subs 439, 589, 624, 656, 661, 
665, 729, 741, and 745; initial/secondary 
movement, truckaway/driveaway 
service; when moving in connection 
therewith; used in the manufacture, 
assembly/service; mixed loads; and bill 
of lading in those authorities.

MC 58923 (Sub-81)X, filed October 22, 
1981. Applicant: GEORGIA HIGHWAY 
EXPRESS, INC., 2090 Jonesboro Road, 
S.E., Atlanta, GA 30315. Representative: 
William W. West (same address as 
above). Subs-Nos. 39, 46,47, 63, and 64, 
(A) remove all restrictions in the general 
commodities authority "except classes 
A and B explosies;” and (2) Sub-No. 39, 
broaden off-route points to countywide: 
Cook and Lake Counties, IL (Northfield, 
Northbrook, Techny, Prairie View, and 
Lake Zurich).

MC 59957 (Sub-69)X, filed November
3.1981. Applicant: MOTOR FREIGHT 
EXPRESS, P.O. Box 1029, York, PA 
17405. Representative: James W. 
Patterson, 1200 Western Savings Bank 
Bldg., Philadelphia, PA 19107. Sub-No. 
66F: broaden from genera) commodities 
(with exceptions) to “general 
commodities (except Classes A and B 
explosives)."

MC 115554 (Sub-41)X, filed October
21.1981. Applicant: HEARTLAND 
EXPRESS, INC. OF IOWA, P.O. Box 89B, 
R.R. #6; Iowa City, IA 52240. 
Representative: Michael J. Ogbom, P.O. 
Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 68501. MC-

143651 (Sub-No. 16F) certificate, 
acquired in MC-F-14677, broaden: (1) to 
"food and related products” from 
foodstuffs, meats, meat products and 
byproducts, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses; (2) Madison 
County, NE (Madison), Nobles County, 
MN (Worthington), and Beadle County, 
SD (Huron); (3) to radial authority; and
(4) remove “originating at and destined 
to” restriction. *

MC 123638 (Sub-9)X, filed October 22, 
1981. Applicant: S & R WRECKER 
SERVICE, INC., 1540 Cliffwood Place, 
Charlotte, NC 28203. Representative: 
William B. Elmer, 624 Third Street, 
Traverse City, MI 49684. Sub-No. 7, 
broaden the commodity description to 
“transportation equipment” from 
disabled, repossessed and impounded 
motor vehicles, and replacement motor 
vehicles for disabled motor vehicles; 
and remove the restriction excepting 
transportation of “trailers designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles.”

MC 127238 (Sub-12)X, filed October
16.1981. Applicant: AIR DELIVERY 
SERVICE, INC., Remington and Locust 
Sts., Scranton, PA 18505. Representative: 
Warren A. Goff, 2008 Clark Tower, 5100 
Poplar Ave., Memphis, TN 38137. Lead 
and Subs 2, 4, 8,10, and 11 broaden to 
(1) remove all exceptions to general 
commodities authority (except class A 
and B explosives) all certificates, (2) 
remove ex-air restriction, all certificates,
(3) remove exceptions to 3 named cities 
and their commercial zones to provide 
county-wide authority, Sub 8, (4) replace 
airport facilities with city or county
wide authority (a) J.F.K. International 
and LaGuardia Airports with New York, 
NY, Subs 4, 8 and 10; Newark Airport,
NJ with Newark, NJ, lead and Subs 4, 8 
and. 10; Philadelphia International 
Airport, PA with Philadelphia, PA, lead 
and Subs 2, 4, 8 and 10; Allentown- 
Bethlehem-Easton Airport, PA with 
points in Northampton and/or Lehigh 
Counties, PA, Subs 4 and 10; Scranton- 
Wilkes Barre Airport, PA with points in 
Luzerne and/or Lackawanna Counties, 
PA, Subs 4 and 11; Stewart Field 
Airport, NY with points in Orange 
County, NY, Sub 11; and JFK 
International Airport with New York,
NY, lead.

MC 128460 (Sub-8)X, filed November
2.1981. Applicant: CENTRAL AIR 
FREIGHT SERVICES, INC., P.O. Box 99, 
Hazleton, PA 18201. Representative: 
Joseph A. Keating, Jr., 121 S. Main St., 
Taylor, PA 18517. Sub 6F: (1) Broaden 
general commodities (with the usual 
exceptions) to "general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives)”; (2) 
remove airport facilities limitations; (3)
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eliminate ex-water restriction; and (4) 
change Gratz, PA to Dauphin County, 
and Newark, NJ to Essex County.

M C 135482 (Sub-7)X, filed October 21, 
1981. Applicant: CEMENT TRANSPORT, 
LTD., P.O. Box 761, Valley City, ND 
58072. Representative: Gene P. Johnson, 
P.O. Box 2471, Fargo, ND 58108. Subs 1,
5F and 6F permits: Broaden to (l)(a)
"clay, concrete, glass or stone products” 
from lime and cement, Stib 1; (b) “metal 
products” from fly ash, Sub 5F; and (c) 
“clay, concrete, glass or stone products 
and metal products" from cement, lime 
and flyash, Sub 6F; and (2) between 
points in the U.S., under continuing 
contract(s) with a named shipper.

MC 136713 (Sub-27)X, filed October
30,1981. Applicant: AERO LIQUID 
TRANSIT, INC., 1717 Four Mile Road. 
N.E., Grand Rapid, MI 49503. 
Representative: William H. Shawn, Suite 
501,1730 M Street, NW., Washington,
DC 20036. Lead and Subs 4, 5, 7 ,10F,
11F, 12F, 13F, 15F, 17 ,18F, 19F, 20, 22F,
23, 24F, and 25 certificates: (1) Broaden 
(a) liquefied petroleum gases and 
natural gases (lead), liquefied petroleum 
gases [Subs 4 ,10F, 12F, 13F, 18F, 19F,
21F, 22F, 23, and 24F), and propane and 
butane gas [Sub 5) to “petroleum, 
natural gas and their products”; (b) 
anhydrous ammonia (Subs 7 , 11F, and 
20F), anhydrous ammonia and fertilizers 
(Sub 15F), and fertilizers (Sub 25) to 
“chemicals and related products”; and 
(c) gypsum and gypsum products (Sub 
17) to “building materials”; (2) remove in 
bulk and/or in tank vehicles, lead and 
Subs 4 ,5 ,7 ,10F, 11F, 12F, 13F, 15F, 18F, 
19F, 20F, 21F, 22F, 23, and 24F; (3) 
change one-way to radial authority, lead 
and Subs 4,5, 7 ,10F, 11F, 12F, 13F, 15F, 
17 ,18F, 19F, 20F, 21F, 22F, 23, 24F, and 
25; (4) replace ports of entry on.the U.S.- 
Canada Boundary line in Port Huron,
MI, with all ports of entry in MI; (5) 
eliminate facilities limitations, and 
originating at and/or destined to, Subs 5, 
7 ,10F, 12F, 13F, and 15F; and (6) replace 
cities with counties: Lowell, MI (Kent 
County), Sub 4 and 18F; Alto, MI (Kent 
County), Subs 4 and 18F; Huntington, IN 
(Huntington County), Sub 7; Lemont, IL 
(Cook, DuPage, and Will Counties), Sub 
10F; Lima, OH (Allen and Auglaize 
Counties), Sub 11F; New Hampton, IA 
(Chickasaw County), Sub 12F; Mankato, 
MN (Blue Earth and Nicollet Counties), 
Sub 12F; Benson, MN (Swift County),
Sub 12F; Milford, IN (Kosciusko County), 
Sub 13F; Fort Madison, IA (Lee County), 
Sub 15F; Grand Rapids, MI (Kent, 
Ottawa, and Allegan Counties) Sub 17; 
Woodhaven, MI (Wayne County), Sub 
19F; Wyandotte, MI (Wayne County), 
Sub 19F; Port Huron, MI (S t Clair 
County), Sub 20; Moberly County, MO

(Randolph County), and Jefferson City, 
MO (Boone, Callaway, Cole and Osage 
Counties), Sub 21F; Inkster, MI (Wayne 
County), Sub 22F; Blue Island, IL (Cook 
County), Sub 24F; and Bums Harbor, IN 
(Lake and Porter Counties), Sub 25. MC- 
135012 and Subs 4F and 5F permits: (1) 
Broaden chemicals (lead and Sub 5F) 
and ethyl alcohol (Sub 4) to “chemicals 
and related products”; (2) remove in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, lead and Subs 4 
and 5; and (3) broaden territorial 
authority to between points in the US, 
under continuing contracts with named 
shippers, lead and Subs 4 and 5.

MC 139879 (Sub-4)X, filed October 30, 
1981. Applicant: LASALLE CARTAGE 
CO., INC., 2707 Territorial Road, St.
Paul, MN 55114. Representative: Stanley 
C. Olsen, Jr., 5200 Willson Road, Suite 
307, Edina, MN 55424. Sub-3F: (1) 
broaden commodity description from (a) 
industrial solvents, epoxy resins, 
lubricating oil, industrial soap, and 
polymers to “chemicals and related 
products, petroleum, natural gas and 
their products, and (b) materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture of 
fiberglass to “materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture of 
clay, concrete, glass or stone products”; 
(2) eliminate the facilities limitation; (3) 
broaden territorial descriptions: Fargo, 
Grand Forks, and Devils Lake to Cass, 
Grand Forks, and Ramsey Counties, ND; 
Sioux Falls, Mitchell and Brookings to 
Minnehaha, Davison and Brookings 
Counties, SD; and Houghton to 
Houghton County, MI; and (4) expand 
one-way to radial authority.

MC 143558 (Sub-l)X, filed October 23, 
1981. Applicant: CARDINAL 
TRANSPORTATION CO., P.O. Box 
50034, Nashville, TN 37205. 
Representative; Henry E. Seaton, 425- 
13th S t , NW., Washington, DC 20004. 
Lead: expand (1) general commodities 
(with exceptions) to “general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives)"; (2) service to all 
intermediate points.

MC 145129 (Sub-ll)X, filed October
23.1981. Applicant: WHITAKER 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
2909 South Hickory St., Chattanooga, TN 
37407. Representative: M. C. Ellis, 
Chattanooga Freight Bureau, Inc., 1001 
Market S t , Chattanooga, TN 37402. Sub- 
3F certificate: Remove (1) all exceptions 
from its general commodity authority, 
except classes A and B explosives, and, 
(2) the “prior or subsequent movement 
by rail or water” restriction.

MC 146281 (Sub-12)X, filed October
21.1981. Applicant: SILVER FLEET 
EXPRESS, INC., 4521 Rutledge Pike, 
Knoxville, TN 37914. Representative: 
Henry E. Seaton, 929 Pennsylvania Bldg.,

42513th St., NW., Washington, DC 
20004. Operating authority acquired in 
MC-FC-77883 and its Subs 1, 7 ,8  and 9. 
Broaden: general commodities (with 
exceptions) to "general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives)” in 
acquired authority and its Subs 1 ,8  and 
9; to all intermediate points in 
connection with regular routes, in lead; 
and Etowah, TN to McMinn County in 
Sub 1.
[FR Doc. 81-32923 Filed 11-13-81:8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 7035-01-M

Motor Carrier Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice

The following applications, filed on or 
after February 9,1981, are governed by 
Special Rule of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice, see 40 CFR. 1100.251. Special 
Rule 251 was published in the Federal 
Register on December 31,1980, at 45 FR 
86771. For compliance procedures, refer 
to the Federal Register issue of 
December 3,1980, at 45 FR 80109.

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.252. Applications may be 
protested o n ly  on the grounds that 
applicant is not fit, willing, and able to 
provide the transportation service or to 
comply with the appropriate statutes 
and Commission regulations. A copy of 
any application, including all supporting 
evidence, can be obtained from 
applicant’s representative upon request 
and payment to applicant’s 
representative of $10.00,

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority.

Findings
With the exception of those 

applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
operations, or Jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated a public 
need for the proposed operations and 
that it is fit, willing, and able to perform 
the service proposed, and to conform to 
the requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission’s regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975,
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In the absence of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publicaton (or, if the 
application later become unopposed), 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met, the 
authority will be issued.

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. ,

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant’s 
other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right.

Note.—All applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 
for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a name shipper “under 
contract”.

Please direct status inquiries to the 
Ombudsman’s Office, (202) 275-7326.
Volume No. O P1-301

Decided: November 5,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 

Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier.
M C 153140 (Sub-1), filed October 29, 

1981. Applicant: PIONEER FREIGHT 
SYSTEMS, INC., 144 Parsippany Road, 
P.O. Box 5, Whippany, NJ 07981. 
Representative: Dixie C. Newhouse,
1329 Pennsylvania Ave., P.O. Box 1417, 
Hagerstown, MD 21740, (301) 797-6060. 
Transporting (1) for or on behalf of the 
United States Government, general 
com m odities (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 
and (2) shipm ents w eighing 100 pounds 
or le ss  if transported in a motor vehicle 
in which no one package exceeds 100 
pounds, between points in the U.S.

MC 159030, filed October 29,1981. 
Applicant: JOHN NAEF, d.b.a. JOHN 
NAEF REFRIGERATED TRANSPORT, 
8807 Chulan Pass, San Antonio, TX 
78255. Representative: Harry F. Horak, 
Suite 115, 5001 Brentwood Stair Rd., Fort 
Worth, TX 76112, (817) 457-0804. 
Transporting fo o d  and other ed ible  
products and byproducts intended fo r  
human consum ption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricultural 
lim estone and fertilizers, and other so il

conditioners by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in such vehicle, between points 
in the U.S.

Volume No. O P Y -4-433

Decided: November 4,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 

Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams.
MC 158977, filed October 26,1981. 

Applicant: F & S TRUCKING, 730 S.W. 
7th St., Hermiston, OR 97838. 
Representative: Roy Smith (same 
address as applicant), (503) 567-3421. 
Transporting fo o d  and other ed ible  
products and byproducts intended fo r  
human consum ption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricultural 
lim estone and fertilizers, and other s o il 
conditioners, by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in such vehicle, between points 
in the U.S.
Volume No. O P Y -4 -4 3 5

Decided: November 6,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 

Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams.
MC 58966 (Sub-1), filed November 2, 

1981. Applicant: EAGLE TRANSFER 
COMPANY, 6015 River Chase Circle, 
N.W., Atlanta, GA 30328.
Representative: James W. Patterson,
1200 Western Savings Bank Bldg., 
Philadelphia, PA 19107, (215) 735-3090. 
Transporting, for or on behalf of the 
United States Government, general 
com m odities (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S.

MC 138736 (Sub-16), filed October 26, 
1981. Applicant: FBM TRUCKING, INC., 
P.O. Box 513, Hwy. 54E, Fayetteville, GA 
30214. Representative: J. L. Fant, P.O.
Box 577, Jonesboro, GA 30237, (404) 477- 
1525. Transporting general com m odities 
(except used household goods, 
hazardous or secret materials, and 
sensitive weapons and munitions) for or 
on behalf of the United States 
Government, between points in the U.S.

MC 147196 (Sub-17), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: ECONOMY 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 50262,
New Orleans, LA 70150. Representative: 
Martin White, P.O. Box 5387,
Richardson, TX 75080, (214) 324-3764. 
Transporting, for or on behalf of the 
United States Government, general 
CQm m odities (except used household 
goods, hazardous or secret materials, 
and sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S.

MC 151896 (Sub-2), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: JENKO 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Route 5, 
Ironworks Rd., Winchester, KY 40391. 
Representative: George M. Catlett, Suite 
708, McClure Building, Frankfort, KY

40601, (502) 227-7384. Transporting, for 
or on behalf of the United States 
Government, general com m odities 
(except used household goods, 
hazardous or secret materials, and 
sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S.

MC 158966, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: RICHARD G. SCHAEFER, 
d.b.a. RICH TRUCKING, P.O. Box 1792, 
P.O. Box 1792, Santa Rosa, CA 95404. 
Representative: Richard G. Schaefer 
(same address as applicant), (707) 527- 
9897. Transporting fo o d  and other edible  
products and byproducts intended fo r  
hum an consum ption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricultural 
lim estone and fertilizers, and other so il 
conditioners, by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in the vehicle, between points in 
thqU.S.

MC 159096, filed November 2,1981. 
Applicant: DENNIS C. NORDLING, 
d.b.a. DENNIS NORDLING GRAIN, 908 
Northwest 7th St., Madison, SD 57042. 
Representative: A. J. Swanson, P.O. Box 
1103, Sioux Falls, SD 57101, (605) 335- 
1777. Transporting, fo o d  and other 
ed ible products and byproducts 
intended from  hum an consum ption 
(except alcoholic beverages and drugs), 
agricultural lim estone and fertilizers, 
and other so il conditioners by the owner 
of the motor vehicle in such vehicle, 
between points in the U.S.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32924 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice

The following applications, filed on or 
after February 9,1981, ar.e governed by 
Special Rule of the Commission’s rules 
of practice, see 49 CFR 1100.251. Special 
Rule 251 Was published in the Federal 
Register of December 31,1980, at 45 FR 
86771. For compliance procedures, refer 
to the Federal Register issue of 
December 3,1980, at 45 FR 80109.

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.252. A copy of any 
application, including all supporting 
evidence, can be obtained from 
applicant’s representative upon request 
and payment to applicant’s 
representative of $10.00.

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority.
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Findings
With the exception of those 

applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
operations, or jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated a public 
need for the proposed operations and 
that it is fit, willing, and able to perform 
the service proposed, and to conform to 
the requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission’s regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975.

In the absence of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed) 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met, the 
authority will be issued.

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition.

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant’s 
other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right.

Note.—All applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
intestate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 
for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper “under 
contract”.

Please direct status inquiries to the 
Ombudsman’s Office, (202) 275-7326.

Volume No. OPl-300
Decided: November 5,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 

Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier.
MC 40861 (Sub-5) filed October 29, 

1981. Applicant: STIEFERMAN BROS. 
VAN & STORAGE CO., 8480 Mid 
County Industrial Drive, St. Louis, MO 
63114. Representative: Terence T.

Stieferman (same address as applicant), 
(314) 426-6700. Transporting household  
goods, between points in AL, AZ, AR, 
GA, CO, CT, DE, FL, CA, IL, IN, IA, KS, 
KY, LA, MD, MA, MI, MN, MS, MO, NE, 
NV, NJ, NM, NY, NC, OH, OK, PA, SC, 
TN, TX, UT, VA, WV, and WI.

MC 47791 (Sub-8), filed October 27, 
1981. Applicant: HAMILTON 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 106 
Carpenter St., Blossburg, PA 16912. 
Representative: Joseph A. Keating, Jr., 
121 S. Main St., Taylor, PA 18517 (717) 
344-8030. Transporting (1) coal, between 
points in Armstrong, Cambria, Centre, 
Clarion, Clearfield, Clinton, Indiana and 
Jefferson Counties, PA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in NY, and (2) 
com m odities in  bulk, between points in 
Tompkins, Steuben, Cortland, Chemung, 
Tioga, Broome and Chenango Counties, 
NY, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Potter, Tioga, Bradford, 
Sullivan, Lycoming, Clinton, Montour, 
Union, Centre, Columbia, Armstrong, 
Cambria, Clarion, Clearfield, Indiana 
and Jefferson Counties, PA.

MC 68860 (Sub-55), filed October 26, 
1981. Applicant: RUSSELL TRANSFER, 
INCORPORATED, 5259 Aviation Drive, 
N.W., Roanoke, VA 24012. 
Representative: Liniel G. Gregory, Jr., 
(same address as applicant), (703) 366- 
2484. Transporting general com m odities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
commodities in bulk, and household 
goods as defined by the Commission), 
between points in DE, DC, GA, IN, KY, 
MD, NY, NJ, NC, OH, PA, SC, TN, VA 
and WV.

MC 103490 (Sub-88), filed October 28, 
1981. Applicant: PROVAN TRANSPORT 
CORP., 210 Mill Street, Newburgh, NY 
12550. Representative: Morton E. Kiel, 
Suite 1832, Two World Trade Center, 
New York, NY 10048-0640, (212) 466- 
0220. Transporting com m odities in bulk, 
between points in the U.S.

MC 113651 (Sub-349), filed October 28, 
1981. Applicant: INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR UNES, INC., 10838 
Old Mill Road, Suite 1, Omaha, NE 
68154. Representative: James F. Crosby, 
7363 Pacific St., Suite 210B, Omaha, NE 
68114. Transporting such com m odities 
as are dealt in or used by manufacturers 
and distributors of malt beverages, 
between points in Jefferson County, CO, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AZ, MS, MO, LA, OK, TX, AR, 
IA, KS, MT, TN, and NE.

MC 113751 (Sub-55), filed October 29, 
1981. Applicant: HAROLD F. DUSHEK, 
INC., 10th & Columbia Streets,
Waupaca, WI 54981. Representative: 
James A. Spiegel, Olde Towne Office 
Park, 6333 Odana Road, Madison, WI 
53719, (608) 273-1003. Transporting

in d u stria l and com m ercial chem icals 
and rela ted  products, between points in 
Manitowoc County, WI, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, those points in 
the U.S. in and east of ND, SD, NE, CO, 
OK, and TX.

MC 119211 (Sub-15), filed October 26, 
1981. Applicant: MAU TRUCKING, INC., 
90 Jacob’s Addition, Ida Grove, IA 
51445. Representative: Richard D. Howe, 
600 Hubbell Bldg., DeS Moines, IA 50309, 
(515) 244-2329. Transporting m achinery  
and transportation equipm ent, between 
points in Ida County, IA, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S. (including AK but excluding HI).

MC 126091 (Sub-18), filed October 22, 
1981. Applicant: FRALEY & SCHILLING, 
INC., General Delivery, Rushville, IN 
46173. Representative: Donald W. Smith, 
P.O. Box 40248, Indianapolis, IN 46240, 
(317) 846-6655. Transporting cla y , 
concrete, g la ss or stone products, m etal 
products, and ores and m inerals, 
between points in Allegheny County,
PA, on the one hand and, on the other, 
points in OH, WV, IN, MO, MI, NY, MD, 
NJ, GA, KY, and TN.

MC 128771 (Sub-4), filed October 27, 
1981. Applicant: GOODMAN 
COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box'195,
Glasgow, KY 42141. Representative: 
Louis J. Amato, P.O. Box E, Bowling 
Green, KY 42101, (502) 781-4446. 
Transporting general com m odities 
(except classes, A and B explosives and 
hazardous materials), (1) between points 
in Allen, Barren, Edmonson, Green, 
Hardin, Monroe^ Taylor, and WarreiT 
Counties, KY, restricted to shipments 
having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by rail, and (2) 
between Allen and Barren Counties, KY, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL, AR, GA, IN, IL, KY, MO, 
MS, OH, TN, TX, and WV.

MC 136220 (Sub-93), filed October 28, 
1981. Applicant: SULLIVAN’S 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
2164, Ponca City, OK 74601. 
Representative: G. Timothy Armstrong, 
206 North Choctaw, P.O. Box 1124, El 
Reno, OK 73036 (405) 262-1322. 
Transporting m etal products and tubular 
goods, between points in AR and OK, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in AL, AR, CO, IA, IL, IN, KS, KY, LA, 
MI, MO, MN, MS, NE, NC, NY, OH, OK, 
PA, TN, and TX.

MC 144630 (Sub-62), filed October 29, 
1981. Applicant: STOOPS EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 287, Anderson, IN 46015. 
Representative: Donald W. Smith, P.O. 
Box 40248, Indianapolis, IN 46240. (317) 
846-6655. Transporting general 
com m odities (except classes A and B 
explosives), between points in the U.S.,
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under continuing contact(s) with Avon 
Products Incorporation, of New York, 
NY.

M C 147571 (Sub-6), filed October 23, 
1981. Applicant: TWIN RIVERS 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 500 
Armory Drive, South Holland, IL 60473. 
Representative: Edward G. Bazelon, 29 
South La Salle Street, Chicago, IL 60603, 
(312) 236-9375. Transporting farm , ranch, 
and autom otive a ccessories, between 
points in the U.S., under continuing 
contract(s) with The Empire Corporation 
of Adams City, CO.

MC 148390 (Sub-7), filed October 26, 
1981. Applicant: TRIWAYS, INC., 12302 
Wardman Ave., Whittier, CA 90602. 
Representative: William Davidson, 5501 
Pacific Blvd., Suite 200, Huntington Park, 
CA 90255, (213) 589-6073. Transporting 
(1) W earing apparel, between points in 
the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with Anita Shops and Nobby, both of 
Los Angeles, CA, and (2) f ly  ash, 
between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contracts(s) with Dow 
Coming Corporation, of Springfield, OR.

MC 150480 (Sub-5), filed October 28, 
1981. Applicant: YOWELL 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES INC., 
1840 Cardington Road, Dayton, OH 
45409. Representative: William H. 
Cantillon (same address as applicant), 
(513) 294-5933. Transporting electoronic  
m achines and system s, between points 
in the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with Sperry Univac Corporation, of 
Clearwater, FL.

MC 151801 (Sub-3), filed October 26, 
1981. Applicant: VEEN CARTAGE, INC., 
9146 S. Kolmar Ave., Oak Lawn, IL 
60453. Representative: Stephen H. Loeb, 
Suite 2027,33 N. LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 
60602, (312) 726-9722. Transporting 
m etal products, between Chicago, IL, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in IA, IL, IN, KY, MI, MN, MO, ND, OH, 
PA, SD, and WI.

MC 152230 (Sub-4), filed October 21, 
1981. Applicant: THEODORE F. MILLER, 
d.b.a. T & L MILLER, 36 West 8th St., 
Bloomsburg, PA 17815. Representative: 
David C. Venable, 1001 Downs Dr.,
Silver Springs, MD 20904, (301) 622-3351. 
Transporting chem icals and cleaning  
com pounds, between points in 
Northumberland County, PA, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S.

MC 152330 (Sub-3), filed October 28, 
1981. Applicant: GLACIER CARRIERS, 
P.O. Box 490, Columbia Falls, MT 59912. 
Representative: John T. Wirth, 717 17th 
Street, Suite 2600, Denver, CO 80202,
(303) 892-6700. Transporting Building  
and construction m aterials, equipm ent, 
and supplies, between points in the U.S.,

under continuing contract(s) with 
Frontier Masonry & Tile, of Columbia 
Falls, MT.

MC 153180, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: M & T DRUM SERVICE,
INC., Route 4, Box 1230, Huntersville, 
NC 28078. Representative: William P. 
Farthing, Jr., 1100 Cameron-Brown 
Building, Charlotte, NC 28204, (704) 372- 
6730. Transporting chem ical w aste 
m aterials, between those points in the 
U.S. in and east of MN, LA, MO, OK and 
TX.

MC 154260 (Sub-1), filed October 30, 
1981. Applicant D & R LEASING, INC., 
915 Broad St., Quakertown, PA 18951. 
Representative: Francis W. Doyle, 323 
Maple Ave., Southampton, PA 18966, 
(215) 357-7220. Transporting general 
com m odities [except classes A and B 
explosives), between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Lamina tor’s Glass Corp., of Telford, PA, 
Furlong Equipment Co., Inc., of Furlong, 
PA, Siller Bros., Inc., of Yuba City, CA, 
and Massey-Ferguson, Inc., of 
Timonium, MD,

MC 155440 (republication) filed June
25,1981, previously noticed in the 
Federal Register issue of July 20,1981. 
Applicant: NEWAY CARPET EXPRESS 
CO., 533 E. Beltline, S.E., Grand Rapids, 
MI 49506. Representative: William A. 
Thomas (same address as applicant), 
(616) 949-4111. Transporting flo o r  
covering, between points in AL, GA, IL, 
IN, MI, OH, PA, SC, NC, VA, WV, and 
WI. Condition: Prior to issuance of a 
certificate in this proceeding, applicant 
must submit a written request for 
cancellation of the certificate issued 
October 7,1981.

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to indicate the territorial description as a 
non-radial request for authority in lieu of, the 
radial movement previously published.

MC 156191 (Sub-3), filed October 29, 
1981. Applicant: RAYMOND COSSETTE 
TRUCKING, 2202 5th Avenue North, 
Fargo, ND 58102. Representative: Robert 
P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul, 
MN 55118, (612) 457-6889. Transporting 
m eats, m eat products and m eat 
byproducts, and articles distributed b y  
m eat-packing houses, between points in 
Cass County, ND, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the U.S.

MC 156300, filed October 23,1981. 
Applicant: CASPER HOT SHOT 
SERVICE INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 
9695, 30 Foster Road, Casper, WY 82609. 
Representative: Ronald R. Ullrich (same 
address as applicant), (307) 234-2731. 
Transporting (1) m ercer com m odities, 
and (2) m ine and m ill equipm ent and  
su pplies, betw een p oin ts in W Y, C O ,
UT, M T , N D , and SD .

MC 157851, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: STAR TRUCKING, INC., 6887 
NW 25th St., Miami, FL 33122. 
Representative: Richard B. Austin, 320 
Rochester Bldg., 8390 NW 53rd St., 
Miami, FL 33166, (305) 592-0036. 
Transporting m alt beverages, between 
points in Broward, Dade and Monroe 
Counties, FL.

MC 158310 (Sub-1), filed October 28, 
1981. Applicant: STEWARD BROS. 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Umpqua 
Star Rte., Box 208A, Oakland, OR 97462. 
Representative: Billy R. Reid, 1721 Carl 
Street, Fort Worth, TX 76103, (817) 332- 
4718. Transporting (1) building  
m aterials, between points in AZ, CA, 
CO, NV, OR, TX, UT and WA, (2) 
lum ber and w ood products, between 
points in AZ, AL, CA, CO, ID, LA, MS, 
NM, NV, OR, TX, UT and WA, (3) 
prefabricated  buildings and  
com ponents, between points in CA, ID, 
KS, MT, OR, WA and WY, and (4) such  
com m odities as are dealt in or used by 
hardware, lumber and farm stores, 
between points in AZ, CA, NV, OR and 
WA.

MC 158950, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: R. McMILLIN TRUCK 
SERVICE, R. R. 2, Box 65, Lebanon, IL 
62254. Representative: Douglas G.
Brown, 913 South Sixth, Springfield, IL 
62703, (217) 753-3925. Transporting fo o d  
and rela ted  products, and restaurant 
su pp lies and equipm ent, between points 
in AL, AZ, AR, CA, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, 
ID, IL, IN, LA, KS, KY, LA, MD, MI, MN, 
MS, MO, NJ, NY, NC, OH, OK, PA, SC, 
TN, TX, VA, and WI.

MC 158970, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: ANTHONY L. MAST, Star 
Route, Parkesburg, PA 19365. 
Representative: John W. Metzger, 49 
North Duke St., Lancaster, PA 17602,
(717) 299-1181. Transporting agricultural 
lim estone, (a) between points in 
Lancaster County, PA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in NY, NJ, DE, 
MD, and VA, and (b) between Viola and 
Laurel, DE, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in MD and VA.

MC 158980, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: F. & J. BRUNNER’S, INC.,
2489 North Main Street, Warsaw, NY 
14569. Representative: Michael A. 
Wargula, 128 Sherburn Drive, Hamburg, 
NY 14075. Transporting general 
com m odities (except classes A and B 
explosives, commodities in bulk, and 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission), between points in 
Wyoming County, NY, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, those points in the 
U.S. in and east of MN, IA, MO, AR, and 
LA.
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M C 158971, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: ALEUT ALASKA SHIPPING 
COMPANY, 2550 Denali, Suite 900, 
Anchorage, AK 99503. Representative: 
John A. Anderson, 1600 One Main PL,
101 SW Main St., Portland, OR 97204,
(503) 224-5525. Transporting general 
com m odities (except classes A and B 
explosives), between Dutch Harbor, AK, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points on Unalaska Island, AK.

MC 158991, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: ATNIP DESIGN & SUPPLY 
CENTER INC., 200 Industrial Drive, 
Huntsville, AL 35811. Representative: 
Jerry D. Atnip (same address as 
applicant), (205) 859-2992. Transporting 
such com m odities as are dealt in or 
used by a manufacturer of heating _ 
equipment, between Huntsville,
Sheffield, Florence, and Athens, AL, and 
Am prim s, GA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S.

MC 159040, filed October 29,1981. 
Applicant: SCHNADIG 
CORPORATION, 4820 W. Belmont Ave., 
Chicago, IL 60641. Representative:
Robert G. Flaa, 1433 N. Belmont,
Arlington Heights, IL 60004.
Transporting general com m odities 
(except classes A and B explosives), 
between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with Medline 
Industries, Inc., of Northbrook, IL.

MC 159041, filed October 29,1981. 
Applicant: CONDOR ENTERPRISE,
INC., 8973 Southeast Jannsen Road, 
Clackamus, OR 97015. Representative: 
Robert L. Cope, 1730 M Street, N.W.,
Suite 501, Washington, DC 20036, (202) 
296-2900. Transporting general 
com m odities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with Seaport 
Cooperative, Inc., of Portland, OR.

Volume No. OPY-2-218
Decided: November 6,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 

Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier. 
(Member Fortier not participating.)

MC 2493 (Sub-4), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: WOODBURN TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 1365 N. Front St., Woodbum, 
OR 97071. Representative: Lawrence V. 
Smart, Jr., 419 N.W. 23rd Ave., Portland, 
OR 97210, 503-226-3755. Transporting 
general com m odities (except classes A 
and B explosives), between points in OR 
andWA.

MC 11142 (Sub-12), filed October 29, 
1981. Applicant: O.D. ANDERSON, INC., 
153 Conneaut Lake Rd., Greenville, PA 
16125. Representative: Maxwell A. 
Howell, 1100 Investment Bldg., 1511K 
St. NW, Washington, DC 20005,202-783-

7900. Transporting passengers and their 
baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, in special and charter 
operations, between points in OH, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the U.S. (including AK but excluding 
HI).

MC 119522 (Sub-54), filed October 21, 
1981. Applicant: McLAIN TRUCKING, 
INC., 2425 Walton St., P.O. Box 2159, 
Anderson, IN 46018. Representative:
John B. Leatherman, Jr. (same address as 
applicant), 317-643-3374. Transporting 
general com m odities, between points in 
AL, AR, GA, IA, IN, IL, KS, KY, LA, MI, 
MO, MS, NE, PA, OH, OK, TN, WI, and 
WV. Condition: To the extent any 
certificate issued in this proceeding 
authorizes the transportation of classes 
A and B explosives, it shall be limited in 
point of time to a period expiring 5 years 
from its date of issuance.

MC 128102 (Sub-6), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: STATE MOTOR 
FREIGHT, INC., 3905 East A, Pasco, WA 
99301. Representative: Boyd Hartman, 
P.O. Box 3641, Bellevue, WA 98009, 
(206)453-0312. Transporting 
com m odities in  bulk and chem icals and  
rela ted  products (1) between points in 
Benton and Franklin Counties, WA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in UT and NV, and (2) between points in 
Salt Lake County, UT, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in WA, OR, ID, 
MT, CA, NV and CO.

MC 128672 (Sub-10), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: TIMBER TRUCKING 
CO., INC., P.O. Box 231, Ripley, WV 
25271. Representative: John M.
Friedman, 2930 Putnam Ave., P.O. Box 
428, Hurricane, WV 25526, 304-562-3460. 
Transporting M ercer Com m odities and 
m etal products, between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(s) with 
Dickirson Corporation, of Ripley, WV, 
Pennzoil Corporation, of Parkersburg, 
WV, and Trojan Steel Company, of 
Charleston, WV.

MC 148732 (Sub-8), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: L & J TRUCKING, INC., 
P.O. Box 1325, Wisconsin Rapids, WI 
54494. Representative: Robert P. Sack, 
P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul, MN 55118, 
(612) 457-6889. Transporting such  
com m odities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers, converters, printers or 
distributors of paper and related paper 
products, between points in Adams, 
Outagamie, Portage and Wood Counties, 
WI, on the one hand, and, on the other 
points in the U.S.

MC 157093, filed October 19,1981. 
Applicant: ROY SCRIBNER, d.b.a. BIG 
ROY’S FREIGHT, 5432 44th St., Lubbock, 
TX 79414. Representative: Dennis W. 
McGill, 1801 Avenue “Q”, Lubbock, TX 
79401, (806) 763-5201. Transporting

general com m odities (except household 
goods) between points in Lubbock 
County, TX, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Curry County, NM, 
and Hockley, Lamb, Parmer and Bailey 
Counties, TX. Condition: To the extent 
any certificate issued in this proceeding 
authorizes the transportation of classes 
A and B explosives, it shall be limited in 
point of time to a period expiring 5 years 
from its date of issuance.

MC 158722 (Sub-1), filed November 4, 
1981. Applicant: T.M. DELIVERY 
SYSTEMS, INC., 40 Carver Ave., 
Westwood, NJ 07675. Representative: 
Robert L. Cope, 1730 M St. NW., Suite 
501, Washington, DC 20036, (202) 296- 
2900. Transporting general com m odities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
commodities in bulk, and household 
goods), between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with 
International Nu-Way, of Chicago, IL

Volume No. OPY-4-428
Decided: October 30,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 

Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 
(Member Williams not participating.)

W C 1337 (Sub-1), filed October 19, 
1981. Applicant: RIVER OPERATORS, 
INC., P.O. Box 882,190 Walnut St., 
Winona, MN 55987. Representative: 
Timothy H, Butler, 4200 IDS Center, 80 
South 8th St., Minneapolis, MN 55402, 
(612) 371-3211. To operate as a contract 
carrier, by water, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, by non-self propelled vessels 
with the use of separate towing vessels 
in the transportation of lum ber and 
w ood products (1) between Natchez,
MS, and Savage, MN on the Mississippi 
and Minnesota Rivers, serving all 
intermediate ports and points, and (2) 
between Chicago, IL, and Savage, MN, 
on the Chicago Ship Canal, the Illinois 
River, the Mississippi River, and the 
Minnesota River, serving all 
intermediate ports and points.

MC 86247 (Sub-33), filed October 19, 
1981. Applicant: I. C. L. 
INTERNATIONAL, Carriers Limited, 
1333 College Ave., Windsor, Ontario, 
Canada. Representative: Martin J. 
Leavitt, P.O. Box 400, Northville, MI 
48167, (313) 349-3980. Transporting p ulp, 
paper and rela ted  products between 
points in St. Clair County, MI.

MC 111397 (Sub-136), filed October 19, 
1981. Applicant: DAVIS TRANSPORT, 
INC, 1345 S. 4th St., Paducah, KY 42001. 
Representative: H. S. Melton, Jr., P.O. 
Box 7406, Paducah, KY 42001, (502) 442- 

v 5442. Transporting a lch o lic liquors 
(except in bulk), between points in GA, 
IL, IN, KY, LA, MD, MO, MS, NJ, and 
TN.
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M C 111397 (Sub-137), filed October 19, 
1981. Applicant: DAVIS TRANSPORT, 
INC., 1345 S. 4th St., Paducah, KY 42001. 
Representative: H. S. Melton, Jr., P.O. 
Box 7406, Paducah, KY 42001, (502) 442- 
5442. Transporting (1) such com m odities 
as are dealt in  or used  b y  autom otive 
parts suppliers and autom otive service  
centers between points in IL, IN, KS, KY, 
MD, MO, NJ, NY, OH, OK, PA, TN and 
WV; (2) such com m odities as are dealt 
in  or used  b y  w holesale and reta il 
grocers between points in IL, IN, KY,
LA, MO and TN; (3) pulp, paper and  
related products prin ted  m atter, p la stic  
and rubber products, and leather and  
leather products, between points in AL, 
AR, CA, CO, GA, IL, IN, IA, KY, LA,
MO, MS, NJ, NY, OH, OK, PA, TN, TX, 
and WI; and (4) m etal products between 
points in AR, IL, IN, KY, MO, OH, and 
TN.

MC 116077 (Sub-438), filed October 19, 
1981. Applicant: DSI TRANSPORTS, 
INC., P.O. Box 1505, Houston, TX 77001. 
Representative: James M. Doherty, P.O. 
Box 1945, Austin, TX 78767.
Transporting com m odities in  bulk, 
between points in the U.S.

MC 124987 (Sub-26), filed October 19, 
1981. Applicant: EARL L. BONSACK 
AND ELAINE M. BONSACK, d.b.a.
EARL L. BONSACK, 512 West Plainview 
Rd., LaCross, WI 54601. Representative: 
Joseph E. Ludden, P.O. Box 1567,
LaCross, WI 54601, (608) 788-2000. 
Transporting fo o d  and related  products 
between points in St. Clair County, IL, 
Campbell County, KY, Vanderburgh 
County, IN, Saginaw County, MI, Selby 
County, TN on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in WI, IL, IA, and MN.

MC 141187 (Sub-23), filed October 19, 
1981. Applicant: BLUFF CITY 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
18391, Memphis, TN 38118. 
Representative: Elmer Keman, (same 
address as applicant), (901) 396-2201. 
Transporting general com m odities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with United 
Forwarding, Inc., of Omaha, NE.

MC 145457 (Sub-11), filed October 23, 
1981. Applicant: B & M EXPRESS, INC., 
P.O. Box 82506, Oklahoma City, OK 
73148. Representative: William P.
Parker, 141 N.E. 38th Terrace, Oklahoma 
City, OK 73105, (405) 521-9195. 
Transporting m etal and p la stic  products, 
electronic equipm ent, and building and  
construction m aterials, between points 
in Oklahoma County, OK, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S,

MC 150017 (Sub-2), filed July 13,1981, 
previously noticed in the Federal

Register issue of August 17,1981, and 
republished this issue. Applicant: 
DELICIOUS FOODS CARRIERS, INC., 
2629 No. Broadwell, P.O. Box 730, Grand 
Island, NE 68801. Representative: Jack L. 
Shultz, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 
68501, (402) 475-6761. Transporting fo o d  
and related  products, between points in 
Lancaster, Hall, and Douglas Counties, 
NE-, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the U.S.

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to correctly reflect the territorial description.

MC 155397, filed October 16,1981. 
Applicant: PENNINGTON BROTHERS, 
INC., 5320 Grand Haven Rd., Muskegon, 
MI 49441. Representative: Robert G. 
Paluch, 7800 W. 60th Place, P.O. Box 356, 
Summit, IL 60501, (616) 798-2191. 
Transporting (1) w aste acid s, w aste 
chem icals, and w aste petroleum  
products, and (2) recycled  acids, 
recycled  chem icals, and recycled  
petroleum  products, between points in 
MI, on the one hand, and, on die other, 
points in AL, MS, AR, MO, IL, KY, IN, 
OH, PA, NY, TN, and WI.

MC 158917, filed October 22,1981., 
Applicant: DELTA PUBLIC 
WAREHOUSE & TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY, INC., 530 W. John St., 
Hicksville, NY 11801. Representative: 
Morton E. Kiel, Suite 1832, 2 World 
Trade Center, New York, NY 10048- 
0640, (212) 466-0220. Transporting such  
com m odities as are dealt in or used by 
drug, grocery, department, and outlet 
stores, between points in the U.S.
(except AK and HI).

MC 158927, filed October 22,1981. 
Applicant: WEST END TRUCKING,
INC., Box 280, R.D. 1, Effort, PA 18330. 
Representative: Paul B. Kemmerer, 1620 
N. 19th St., Allentown, PA 18104. 
Transporting petroleum , natural gas and  
their products, between points in 
Middlesex, Essex, Union, Hudson, 
Morris, Warren, and Gloucester 
Counties, NJ, and those in Baltimore and 
Anne Arundel Counties, MD, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in PA.

Volume No. OPY-4-434
Decided: November 4,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 

Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams.
MC 35387 (Sub-5), filed October 27, 

1981. Applicant: ORBIT EXPRESS, INC., 
105 Creeper Hill Rd., North Grafton, MA 
01536. Representative: David M. 
Marshall, 101 State St., Suite 304, 
Springfield, MA 01103, (413) 732-1136. 
Transporting general com m odities 
(except classes A and B explosives), 
between points in the U.S.-, under 
continuing contract(s) with N.E. Traffic 
Consultants, Inc., of North Grafton, MA.

MC 42487 (Sub-1052), filed October 23, 
1981. Applicant: CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS CORPORATION OF 
DELWARE, 175 Linfield Dr., Menlo Park, 
CA 94025. Representative: V.R. 
Oldenburg, P.O. Box 3062, Portland, OR 
97208, (503) 226-4692. Transporting 
general com m odities (except classes A 
and B explosives) between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(s) with 
Nabisco, Inc. of East Hanover, N.J.

MC 61977 (Sub-43), filed October 27, 
1981. Applicant: ZERKLE TRUCKING 
COMPANY, Route 6, Box 18, South 
Point, OH 45680. Representative: Henry 
E. Seaton, 929 Pennsylvania Bldg., 425 
13th St., N.W., Washington, D.C. 20004, 
(202) 347-8862. Transporting general 
com m odities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between Chicago, 
IL, and points in Riverside County, CA, 
Mahaska County, IA, Coshocton and 
Tuscarawas Counties, OH, Upshur 
County, WV, Boone County, KY, and St. 
Clair County, AL, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI).

MC 115578 (Sub-40), filed October 26, 
1981. Applicant: CHARLES A. 
McCAULEY, 308 Leasure Way, New 
Bethlehem, PA 16242. Representative: 
Verne T. Mahood (same address as 
applicant), (814) 365-5811. Transporting 
general com m odities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
Robeson County, NC, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the U.S. 
Condition: The person or persons who 
appear to be engaged in common control 
of another regulated carrier must either 
file an application under 49 U.S.G 
§ 11343(A) or submit an affidavit 
indicating why such approval is 
unnecessary to the Secretary’s office. In 
order to expedite issuance of any 
authority please submit a copy of the 
affidavit or proof of filing the 
application(s) for common control to 
Team 4, Room 2410.

MC 144757 (Sub-17), filed October 26, 
1981. Applicant: DAKOTA PACIFIC 
TRANSPORT, INC., 3104 E. St. Patrick, 
Rapid City, SD 57701. Representative: J. 
Maurice Andren, 1734 Sheridan Lake 
Rd., Rapid City, SD 57701, (605) 343- 
4036.Transporting general com m odities 
(except household goods and classes A 
and B explosives), between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(s) with 
Richards Roofing Company, of Savage, 
MN, Lampert Lumber Company, of St. 
Paul, MN, and CertainTeed Corporation, 
of Valley Forge, PA.

MC 151487, filed October 23,1981. 
Applicant: LOE YANCY, d.b.a. YANCY
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CARTAGE & MOVING SERVICE, 1941 
West Garfield, Chicago, IL 60636. 
Representative: Stephen D. Froikin, One 
IBM Plaza, Suite 4750, Chicago, IL 60611, 
(312) 467-0590. Transporting general 
com m odities (except classes A and B 
explosives), between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contracts) with 
Dearborn Wholesale Groceries, of 
Chicago, IL, Vallee Foam Plastics, of 
Wheeling, IL, and National Magnesia 
Company of Illinois, of Chicago, IL.

M C151807, filed October 23,1981. 
Applicant: FWC, INCORPORATED, 
Route 2, Box 123, Rustburg, VA 24588. 
Representative: J. Johnson Eller, Jr., 513 
Main Street, Altavista, VA 24517, (804) 
369-5661. Transporting furniture or 
fixtu re  between Pulaski County, VA on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in NC, SC, GA, AL, TN, and MS.

MC 153287 (Sub-2), filed October 28, 
1981. Applicant: DRESSER 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC., 
400 W. Wilson Bridge Rd., Worthington, 
OH 43085. Representative: George C. 
Sanders, 4445 Weaver Court North, 
Hilliard, OH 43026, (614) 438-3455. 
Transporting general com m odities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in Outagamie and 
Marathon Counties, WI, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 156257, filed October 27,1981. 
Applicant: EARL GRADEN, 138 N. 
Blakely Rd., Monroe, WA 98272. 
Representative: Jim Pitzer, 15 S. Grady 
Way, Suite 321, Renton, WA 98055, (206) 
235-1111. Transporting such  
com m odities as are dealt in or used by 
food and restaurant supply companies, 
between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with Richardson 
& Holland, Div. of Mallinckrodt Corp., of 
Seattle, WA.

MC 156727, filed October 27,1981. 
Applicant: SERCOMBE TRUCKING 
COMPANY, 2371 Windsmere Dr., 
Jackson, MI 49202. Representative: 
Eugene D. Anderson, 1001 Connecticut 
Ave., N.W., Washington, DC 20036, (202) 
296-2550. Transporting auto parts and  
accessories, m achinery, castings, and 
tools, between points in Jackson County, 
MI, and points in Webb County, TX.

MC 158967, filed October 26,1981. 
Applicant: SDR CONTRACTING, INC., 
1795 Lexington Ave. So., Mendota 
Heights, MN 55118. Representative: 
Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St. 
Paul, MN 55118, (612) 457-6889. 
Transporting such com m odities as are 
dealt in or used by health food stores, 
between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contracts) with Health Food,

Inc., of Des Plaines, IL, and its 
subsidiaries.

MC 158997, filed October 27,1981. 
Applicant: OMNI TOUR COMPANY, 
INC., Box 334, Boise, ID 83702. 
Representative: Patricia R. Frisby (same 
address as applicant), (208) 336-5544. To 
engage in operations, in interstate or 
foreign commerce as a broker, at Boise, 
ID, in arranging for the transportation, 
by motor vehicle, of passengers and  
their baggage, between points in ID, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the U.S., including AK and HI.

MC 159007, filed October 28,1981. 
Applicant: TRUCKIN’ MOVERS 
CORPORATION, 111 Corcoran St., 
Durham, NC 22701. Representative: 
Russell R. Sage, P.O. Box 11278, 
Alexandria, VA 22312, (703) 750-1112. 
Transporting h ousehold goods, between 
points in the U.S.

Volume No. OPY-4-436
Decided: November 9,1981.
By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 

Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams.
MC 48386 (Sub-21), filed November 2, 

1981. Applicant: GRAVER TRUCKING, 
INC*. RD 7, Box 7655, Stroudsburg, PA 
18360. Representative: Joseph A.
Keating, Jr., 121 S. Main St., Taylor, PA 
18517, (717) 344-8030. Transporting pulp, 
paper and rela ted  products, between 
points in Putnam County, FL, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI).

MC 85526 (Sub-6), filed November 3, 
1981. Applicant: ARROW COACH 
LINES, d.b.a. ARROW TRAILWAYS OF 
TEXAS, P.O. Box 1058, Killeen, TX 
76541. Representative: Thomas F. 
Sedberry, P.O. Box 2023, Austin, TX 
78768, (512) 472-8355. Over regular 
routes, transporting passengers and  
their baggage, new spapers, exp ress and  
m ail, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Stephenville and 
Dallas, TX: from Stephenville over U.S. 
Hwy 377 to its intersection with 
Interstate Hwy 30, then over Interstate 
Hwy 30 to Dallas, serving all 
intermediate points. Note: Applicant 
states it intends to tack this authority 
with its existing authority.

MC 9726 (Sub-12), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: T. F. DUNLAP 
TRUCKING., INC., 1280 Hicks Blvd., 
Fairfield, OH 45014. Representative: 
James R. Stiverson, 1396 W. Fifth Ave., 
P.O. Box 12241, Columbus, OH 43212, 
(614) 481-8821 Transporting 
prefabricated buildings and building  
m aterials, between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with Pease 
Company, of Hamilton, OH, and Pease 
Industries, Inc., of Fairfield, OH.

MC 111936 (Sub-29), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: MURROW’S 
TRANSFER, INC., P.O. Box 4095, High 
Point, NC 27263. Representative: Wilmer ,
B. Hill, 805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 
Eleventh St., N.W., Washington, DC 
20001 (202) 628-9243. Transporting 
m achinery, between points in FL, IL, 
and WI, on the one hand, and on the 
other, points in GA, NC, and SC.

MC 125916 (Sub-25), filed November 3, 
1981. Applicant: NORWOOD 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 2232 So.
7200 W., Magna, UT 84044.
Representative: Macoy A. McMurray,
800 Beneficial Life Tower, 36 So. State 
St., Salt Lake City, UT 84111, (801) 532- 
5125. Transporting hazardous and  
in d u stria l w aste m aterials, between 
points in UT, AZ, CA, CO, ID, MT, NM, 
NV, OR, WA, and WY.

MC 145906 (Sub-7), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: GENERAL TRUCKING 
CO., INC., P.O. Box 269, Columbia, TN 
38401. Representative: Edward C. Blank 
II, P.O. Box 1004, Columbia,TN 38401,
(615) 388-3200. Transporting (1) lum ber 
and w ood products, and (2) building  
m aterials, between points in TN, AL,
MS, KY, GA, and LA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in MO, NC, SC, 
VA, WV, AR, IL, IN, OH, PA, and TX.

MC 148186 (Sub-3), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: K K & T, INC., 2464 So. 
Scenic, Springfield, MO 65807. 
Representative: Lavem R. Holdeman,
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, NE 68051-1849, 
(402) 476-1144. Transporting such  
com m odities as are dealt in or used by 
automotive supply houses, between 
points in the U.S.

MC 150826 (Sub-2), filed November 3, 
1981. Applicant: FULTRAN, INC., 3000 
Shermer Rd., Northbrook, IL 60062. 
Representative: Joel H. Steiner, 29 S. 
LaSalle St., Suite 905, Chicago, IL 60603 
(312) 236-9375. Transporting m etal 
products, between points in the U.S, 
(except AK and HI).

MC 151566 (Sub-15), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: PERRY TRANSPORT, 
INC., 14375172nd Ave., Grand Haven,
MI 49417. Representative: Richard O.
Peel (same address as applicant) (616) 
842-3550. Transporting building  
m aterials, between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with Leigh 
Products, Inc., of Coopersville, MI.

MC 151566 (Sub-16), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: PERRY TRANSPORT, 
INC., 14375172nd Ave., Grand Haven,
MI 49417. Representative: Richard O.
Peel (same address as applicant) (616) 
842-3550. Transporting p la stic  products, 
between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with Lexalite 
International Corp., of Charlevoix, MI.
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MC 151566 (Sub*17), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: PERRY TRANSPORT, 
INC., 14375 172nd Ave., Grand Haven, 
MI 49417. Representative: Richard O. 
Peel (same address as applicant) (616) 
842-3550. Transporting ste e l d esks, 
chairs, file  cabinets, and rela ted  paper 
products, between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with Shaw- 
Walker Company, of Muskegon, MI.

MC 156436 (Sub-1), filed November 2, 
1981, Applicant: FRANKELLI. 
BARAMDYKA, d.b.a. I. W. 
TRANSPORT, INC., 353 South Santa Fe 
Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90013. 
Representative: Frederick J. Coffman, 
1834 N. Kelly Ave., P.O. Box 1455, 
Upland, CA 91786 (714) 981-9981. 
Transporting food stu ffs, between points 
in the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with Kern Foods, of City of Industry,
CA.

MC 157936, filed November 2,1981. 
Applicant: GRANT’S TRANSPORT, P.O. 
Box 508, Brewer, ME 04412. 
Representative: James F. Flint, 406 
World Center Bldg., 91816th St., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20006 (202) 833-1170. 
Transporting (1) fo o d  and related  
products, between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with Pepsi 
Cola Bottling Co., of Bangor, ME, Maine 
Distributors, of Bangor, ME, Haffenreffer 
Beverage Co., of Brewer, ME, and the 
Maine Bureau of Alcoholic Beverages, of 
Augusta, ME, and (2) general 
com m odities (except classes A and B 
explosives), between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with the 
Georgia-Pacific Corporation, of Darien, 
CT.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32915 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 7035-01-M

Motor Carrier Temporary Authority 
Application

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 10928 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and in accordance with 
the provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These 
rules provide that an original and two 
(2) copies of protests to an application 
may be filed with the Regional Office 
named in the Federal Register 
publication no later than the 15th 
calendar day after the date the notice of 
the filing of the application is published 
in the Federal Register. One copy of the 
protest must be served on the applicant, 
or its authorized representative, if any, 
and the protestant must certify that such 
service has been made. The protest must 
identify the operating authority upon 
which it is predicated, specifying the

"MC” docket and "Sub” number and 
quoting the particular portion of 
authority upon which it relies. Also, the 
protestant shall specify the service it 
can and will provide and the amount 
and type of equipment it will make 
available for use in connection with the 
service contemplated by the TA 
application. The weight accorded a 
protest shall be governed by the 
completeness and pertinence of the 
protestant’s information.

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of its 
application.

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the ICC 
Regional Office to which protests are to 
be transmitted.

Note.—-All applications seek authority to 
operate as a common carrier over irregular 
routes except as otherwise noted.

Motor Carriers of Property
Notice No. F-165

The following applications were filed 
in region 2. Send protests to: ICC, Fed. 
Res. Bank Bldg., 101 North 7th St., Rm. 
620, Philadelphia, PA 19106.

1 Originally published in Federal 
Register on October 26,1981.

MC 158740 (Sub-2-lTA), filed October
13,1981. Applicant: FIRST PIEDMONT 
CORPORATION, P.O. Drawer 1069, 
Chatham, VA 24531. Representative: 
Terrell C. Clark, P.O. Box 25, 
Stanleytown, VA 24168. W aste 
M aterials, from points in Pittsylvania 
County, VA to Pinewood, SC for 270 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper: Coming 
Glass Works, Route 4, Box 315, Danville, 
VA 24541.

MC 159158 (Sub-II-lTA), filed 
November 5,1981. Applicant: B & R 
HAULING, INC., Rt. 1 Box 187, Hague, 
VA 22469. Representative: James T. 
Royall (same as applicant). Contract, 
irregular; Lum ber and W ood Products, 
between Millers Tavern, VA on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in th e . 
states of MD, NC, DE, NJ, PA and WV, 
under a continuing contract with Walker 
Land & Lumber Company of Millers 
Tavern, VA for 270 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 120 days authority. 
Supporting shipper: Walker Land & 
Lumber Company, Millers Tavern, VA.

MC 142864 (Sub-II-6TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: RAY E. 
BROWN TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box

'The purpose of this republication is to publish 
the correct supporting shipper. The supporting 
shipper on the original publication was incorrect.

501, Massillon, OH 44646. 
Representative: Boyd B. Ferris, 50 W. 
Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. Such  
com m odities as are dealt in  or u sed  b y  
m anufacturers o f p la stic  products, 
excep t in  bulk, between points in Wood 
and Wayne Counties, WV, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S. in and east of WI, IL, MO, AR, and 
LA, for 270 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks authority for 120 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): Goldmark Plastics, Nassau 
Terminal Rd., New York, NY 11040.

MC 139395 (Sub-II-5TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: BULK 
TRANSIT CORPORATION, 7177 
Industrial Parkway, Plain City, OH 
43064. Representative: Paul F. Beery, 275 
East State St., Columbus, OH 43215. 
A lka-M en t, in  bulk, in  tank veh icles 
from Knoxville, TN to pts. and places in 
Upshur, Monongalia and Marion 
Counties in WV. for 270 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper: Allyn 
Corporation, Box 527, Worthington, OH 
43085.

MG 158931 (Sub-2-lTA), filed 
November 5,1981. Applicant: 
CELEBRITY LIMOUSINE, INC., 1228 
Spruce Street, Philadelphia, PA 19107. 
Representative: Barbara S. Chesarek, 
1819 H Street, Northwest, Suite 950, 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Passengers and  
their baggage, in special and charter 
operations, in vehicles capable of 
transporting six passengers or less, not 
including drivers, beginning and ending 
in points in PA and extending to points 
in Atlantic and Cape May Counties, NJ 
for 270 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
120 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): There are 10 supporting 
shippers. There statements may be 
examined in the Phila., ICC office.

MC 159062 (Sub-H-2TA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: CENTRAL 
TRUCKING, INC., 137 Burgess Lane, 
Charlottesville, VA 22901. 
Representative: Carroll B. Jackson, 1810 
Vincennes Rd., Richmond, VA 23229. (1) 
E xpanded sh ale lightw eight aggregates 
between pts. in Botetourt County, VA 
and pts. in WV and (2) co a l between pts. 
in Bath County, VA and pts. in WV for 
270 days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 
days authority. Supporting shippers: 
Weblite Corp., P.O. Box 308, Blue Ridge, 
VA 24064; Virginia Hot Springs, Inc., Hot 
Springs, VA 24445.

MC 145001 (Sub-II-lTA), filed 
November 5,1981. Applicant: HORACE 
CHAVIS, d.b.a. CHAVIS TRANSFER, 
2019 Decatur St., Richmond, VA 23224. 
Representative: Calvin F. Major, 200 
West Grace St., P.O. Box 5010, 
Richmond, VA 23220. Transporting
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general com m odities (except classes A 
and B explosives), between points in 
VA, NJ, MD, PA, KY, OH, DE, NY, MA, 
WV, NC, SC, GA, FL, TN, and DC for 
270 days. Supporting shipper(s):
Cavalier Industries, Inc., 5 Nine Mile 
Rd., P.O. Box T, Sanston, VA 23150; E. I. 
Du Pont De Nemours & Co., Inc., 1007 
Market St., Wilmington, DE 19898; 
Bluefield Distributing Co., 2400 Magnolia 
Ct., Richmond, VA 23223; E. A. Holsten, 
Inc., 1400 Overbrook Rd., Richmond, VA 
23261; Salvage Bam, Inc., 5122 Hull St. 
Rd., Richmond, VA 23224; Goldberg Co., 
Inc., 4377 Carolina Ave., Richmond, VA 
23227; Douglas Distributing Corporation, 
3531 V St., N.E., Washington, DC 20018.

MC 150163 (Sub-II-7TA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant:
HORWITH TRUCKS, INC., R.D. #1, 
Coplay, PA 18037. Representative: 
Francis W. Doyle, 323 Maple Ave., 
Southampton, PA 18966. Transporting 
scrap m etal, in bulk, in dump vehicles, 
from Newark, Patterson, and 
Saddlebrook, NJ to Allentown, 
Boyertown and Macungie, PA for 270 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): E. 
Scheider & Sons, 7th St. & Sumner Ave., v 
Allentown, PA 18105.

MC 147906 (Sub-II-9TA), filed 
November 5,1981. Applicant: KOHN 
TRANSPORT INC., 4840 Southway,
SW„ Canton, OH 44706. Representative: 
David A. Turano, 100 E. Broad St„ 
Columbus, OH 43215. Transporting 
a lco h olic beverages and alcoholic  
containers (except commodities in bulk), 
between points in OH and PA on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
GA and NC for 270 days. Supporting 
shipperfs): McKeesport Beer 
Distributors, Inc., 3104 Walnut Street, 
McKeesport, PA 15132; Hi-State 
Beverage Co., 949 King Ave., Columbus, 
OH 43212; Stark Distributing Co., 1911 
Quimby S.W., Canton, OH 44706; 
Superior Beverage Co., 785 West Rayen 
Ave., Youngstown, OH 44501; Taylor 
Beverage Co., 2510 Allen S.E., Canton, 
OH 44707; Kohn Beverâge Co., 1065 
Jenkins Blvd., Akron, OH 44308.

MC 107012 (Sub-II-200TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC., 5001 
U.S. Hwy 30 West, P.O. Box 988, Fort 
Wayne, IN 46801. Representative: Bruce 
W. Boyarko (same address as 
applicant). Transporting such  
m erchandise as is  used  or dealt in  b y  
reta il departm ent stores from points in 
the U.S. to points in OH and WV for 270 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipperfs): Hart 
Stores, Inc., 770 W est Goodale, 
Columbus, OH 43212.

MC 107012 {Sub-H-301TA}, filed 
November 5,1981. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC., 5001 
U.S. Hwy 30 West, P.O. Box 988, Fort 
Wayne, IN 46801. Representative:
Gerald A. Bums (same as applicant). 
Contract irregular: G en eral com m odities 
(except c la sses A  and B  exp lo sives) 
between points in the United States, 
under continuing contracts) with Four- 
Phase Systems, Inc., Cupertino, CA for 
270 days. Supporting shipper: Four- 
Phase Systems, Inc., 10700 N. Deanza 
Blvd., Cupertino, CA 95014.

MC 107012 (Sub-H-202TA), filed 
November 5,1981. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC., 5001 
U.S. Hwy 30 West, P.O. Box 988, Fort 
Wayne, IN 46801. Representative: Bruce 
W. Boyarko (same as applicant). 
Foodstuffs from Baltimore, MD; Boston, 
MA; Brooklyn, NY; New Orleans 
(Chalmette), LA; Philadelphia, PA, to 
points in and east of MN, IA, MO, AR, 
LA for 270 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 120 days authority. Supporting 
shipper: Amstar Corporation, 1251 
Avenue of the Americas, New York, NY 
10020.

MC 150339 (Sub-2-5lTA), filed 
November 4,1981. Applicant: PIONEER 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS, INC., 
151 Easton Blvd., Preston, MD 21655. 
Representative: Stephen J. Hammer 
(same as applicant). Contract; irregular: 
Canned food stu ffs, from Preston, MD, to 
points in the U.S. for 270 days, under 
continuing contract(s) with A. W. Sisk & 
Son, Inc., Preston, MD. An underlying 
ETA seeks 120 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): A. W. Sisk & Son, 
Inc., Preston, MD 21655.

MC 159080 (Sub-H-ITA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: PIPER 
RADIATOR SHOP, 515 Hoying St., 
Celina, OH 45822. Representative: 
Ronald Wayne Piper, 512 Cron St., 
Celina, OH 45822. Passengers, in  sp ecia l 
operations, between Celina, Rockford 
and Chattanooga, OH, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Ft. Wayne, IN, for 270 
days. Supporting shippers: There are 
fourteen supporting shippers’ statements 
to this application which may be 
examined at the Phila. Regional Office.

MC 158996 (Sub-II-ITA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: BEULAH 
M. SEALS, 12343 Oak Dr., Orient, OH 
43146. Representative: Frank L. Calvary, 
3066 N. Star Rd., Columbus, OH 43221. 
Contract, irregular: Such com m odities as 
are so ld  b y  or d ea lt in  b y  m anufacturers 
o f racquetball, h an dball and squash  
courts and m aterials, equipm ent and  
su pplies used in  the m anufacture and  
distribution thereof between Columbus, 
OH, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the U.S., under continuing

contract(s) with Wilson Courts, Inc., of 
Columbus, OH. An underlying ETA 
seeks 120 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Wilson Courts, Inc., 4216 
Indianola Ave., Columbus, OH 43214.

MC 61977 (Sub-II-9TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: ZERKLE 
TRUCKING COMPANY, Route 6, Box 
18, South Point, OH 45680. 
Representative: N. W. Bowen, Jr. (same 
as applicant). G en eral com m odities 
(except C la sse s A  and B p x p lo siv es and  
hazardous w aste) between (1) WV and 
points in KY, on and east of 1-75, and 
points in OH, on and east of 1-71; and 
(2) between points names in (1) above, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Baltimore, MD; Chicago, IL and Norfolk, 
VA, restricted to traffic having a prior or 
subsequent movement by rail or water. 
An underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): There 
are seven supporting shippers’ 
statements attached to this application 
which may be examined at the Phila. 
Regional Office.
November 6,1981.

The following applications were filed 
in Region 3. Send protests to ICC, 
Regional Authority Center, P.O. Box 
7600, Atlanta, GA 30357.

MC 159046 (Sub-3-lTA), filed October
29.1981. Applicant: BLUE GRASS 
TOURS, INC., 410 West Vine Street, 
Lexington, KY 40507. Representative: 
Rudy Yessin, P.O. Drawer B, Frankfort, 
KY 40602. Passengers and their baggage 
between points in KY, on the one hand, 
and points in the U.S. in and east of the 
Mississippi River. There are 5 support 
statements attached to this application 
which may be examined at the ICC 
Regional Office, Atlanta, GA.

MC 159054 (Sub-3-lTA), filed October
27.1981. Applicant: COAST TO COAST 
AUTO TRANSPORTERS, a division of 
C & C Auto Parts, Inc., 4920 Decatur 
Highway, Birmingham, AL 35207. 
Representative: John R. Frawley, Jr., 
Suite 200,120 Summit Parkway, 
Birmingham, AL 35209. Transportation 
equipm ent, between points in the U.S. 
Supporting shippers: This application is 
supported by nineteen (19) shippers 
whose statements may be examined in 
the Atlanta Regional Office.

MC 157375 (Sub-3-lTA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: WINDY HILL 
FOLIAGE, INC., P.O. Box 1642, Eustis,
FL 32726. Representative: Michael J. 
Wyngaard, 150 East Gilman St., 
Madison, WI 53703. C h em ical solutions, 
w indow  cleaners, pulp, paper, and  
related  products from Mosinee, Green 
Bay, Columbus, Brokaw, and 
Rhinelander, WI, and points in Wood 
and Portage Counties, WI to AL, FL, GA,
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MS, and TN. Supporting shippers: 
Consolidated Papers, Inc., 231 North 1st 
Avenue South, Wisconsin Rapids, WI 
54494; Mosinee Paper Corporation, 
Mosinee, WI 54455; Wausau Papers,
Inc., Brokaw, WI 54417.

MC 151039 (Sub-3-2TA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: CABARRUS 
CONSOLIDATING AND 
MANAGEMENT COMPANY, P.O. Box 
1212, Concord, NC 28025.
Representative: John N. Fountain, P.O. 
Box 2246, Raleigh, NC 27602. T extiles 
and related  com m odities between 
points in the United States (excluding 
AK and HI). There are seven supporting 
shipper statements, which may be - 
examined at the ICC’s Regional Office in 
Atlanta, Georgia.

MC 159002 (Sub-3-lTA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: CRUMPLER 
TRUCKING, INC., 5823 Wingate Dr., 
Orlando, FL 32809. Representative: 
Richard B. Austin, 320 Rochester 
Building, 8390 NW. 53d St., Miami, FL 
33166. Carbon, gum or sludge rem oving  
com pounds between Seminole County, 
FL and Oklahoma County, OK, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S. Supporting shipper: Ampro 
Marketing, Inc., 4233 Charter Ave., 
Oklahoma City, OK 73108.

MC 141187 (Sub-3-7TA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: BLUFF CITY 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
18391, 3359 Cazassa Road, Memphis, TN 
38118. Representative: Ralph D. Golden, 
Suite 2348,100 North Main Bldg., 
Memphis, TN 38103. Contract; irregular: 
General com m odities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between Memphis TN, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the U.S. including AK, (excluding HI), 
under continuing contract with U.S. 
Freight Forwarder Co., Inc., P.O. Box 
161031, Memphis, TN 38116.

MC 158577 (Sub-3-lTA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: L & L CARTAGE 
CO., INC., 3193 Ladbrook, Memphis, 
Tennessee 38118. Representative: Ralph 
D. Golden, Suite 2348,100 North Main, 
Memphis, Tennessee 38103. Contract; 
Irregular; G en eral com m odities except 
those o f unusual value, c la sses A  and B  
explosives, household goods as defined  
by the com m ission, com m odities in . 
bulk, and those requiring sp ecia l 
equipment, between Memphis, TN., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the U.S. (excluding AK and HI) under 
continuing contract with U.S. Freight 
Forwarder Co., Inc., P.O. Box 161031, 
Memphis, TN 38116.

MC 2934 (Sub-3-40TA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: AERO 
MAYFLOWER TRANSIT CO., INC.,
9998 North Michigan Road, Carmel, IN 
46032. Representative: W. G. Lowry 
(same as above). Engineered exhaust 
system s; between Ft. Atkinson, WI on 
the one hand and on the other, points 
and places in the U.S. (except AK and 
HI) Supporting shipper: Air Master 
Systems, Inc., 201 North Main, Ft. 
Atkinson, WI 53538.

MC 159052 (Sub-3-lTA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: MER TRUCKING 
CO., INC., 2241 Bonita Avenue, Vero 
Beach, FL 32960. Representative: Elbert 
Brown, Jr., Post Office Box 1378, 
Altamonte Springs, FL 32701-1378. 
Frozen Citrus Concentrate, From points 
in Indian River, Brevard, Orange, Polk 
Counties, FL and Points in NJ, MA, TX, 
CA, OR, WA, WI to points in NY, VA,
NC, SC, GA, AL, KY, MS, IL, TN, OH,
ND, SD, IA, MN, CO, NM, LA, AR, ID, 
NV, AZ, UT, FL. Supporting shipper: 
Ocean Spray Cranberries, Inc., 915 74th 
Avenue, S.W., Vero Beach, FL 32960.

MC 149133 (Sub-3-19TA), filed 
October 27,1981. Applicant: DIST/ 
TRANS MULTI-SERVICES, INC., d.b.a. 
TAHWHEELALEN EXPRESS, INC., 1333 
Nevada Boulevard, Post Office Box 7191, 
Charlotte, NC 28217. Representative: 
Wyatt E. Smith (same as 
above).Contract carrier, irregular routes; 
such com m odities as are dealt in  or 
used b y  reta il departm ent stores; 
between Los Angles, CA, Charlotte, NC 
and New York, NY. Restricted to service 
performed under a continuing contract 
or contracts with National Shirt Shops 
of New York, NY. Supporting shipper: 
National Shirt Shops, 19 West 34th 
Street, New York, NY 10001.

MC 148202 (Sub-3-7TA), filed October
27.1981. Applicant: K & W 
ENTERPRISES, INC., 6223 Triport Ct., 
Greensboro, NC 27410. Representative: 
Kim G. Meyer, 235 Peachtree St., N.E., 
Ste. 1200, Atlanta, GA 30303. Contract, 
irregular Engines, m ufflers, radiators, 
tanks, w heels, tires and com ponents 
therefore, between the facilities of 
Ingersoll-Rand Company at or near 
Mocksville, NC on the one hand, and on 
the other, points in and east of TX, OK, 
KS, NE, ND and SD under a continuing 
contracts Jwith Ingersoll-Rand 
Company. Supporting shipper: Ingersoll- 
Rand Company, P.O. Box 868, 
Mocksville, NC 27028.

MC 140645 (Sub-3-4TA), filed October
27.1981. Applicant: UNITED 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 398, 
Tallapoosa, GA 30716. Representative: 
Clyde W. Carver, P.O. Box 720434, 
Atlanta, GA 30328. L iq u id  Com m odities 
in  containers from Harris County, TX to

points in GA and LA. Supporting 
shipper: C S A Limited, Inc., P.O. Box 
73308, Houston, TX 77090.

MC 143951 (Sub-3-lTA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: WESTCO 
TRUCKING, INC., 5206 Dixie Highway, 
Louisville, KY 40216. Representative: 
Norbert B. Flick, 2250 Beechmont Ave., 
Cincinnati, OH 45230. Sa lt, in  bulk, from 
Louisville, KY to points in IN.
Supporting shipper: Cargill, Inc., P.O.
Box 5621, Minneapolis, MN 55440.

MC 151985 (Sub-3-10TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: BRAVE 
TRANSPORT, INC., 3181 Bankhead 
Highway, Suite 10, Atlanta, GA 30318. 
Representative: Clayton R. Byrd, 2870 
Briarglen Drive, Doraville, GA 30340. 
A quarium s, aquarium  su pplies, p et 
su pplies, playground equipm ent, and  
m aterials, equipm ent and su pp lies used  
in  the m anufacture, sa le  and  
distribution thereof, except commodities 
in bulk, between the facilities of Odell 
Manufacturing, Inc., Canton, GA, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the US, except AK and HI. Supporting 
shipper: Odell Manufacturing, Inc.,
Univeter Road, Canton, GA 30114.

MC 139207 (Sub-3-5TA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: McNABB- 
WADSWORTH TRUCKING CO., INC., 
305 S. Wilcox Dr., Kingsport, TN 37665. 
Representative: Henry E. Seaton, 929 
Pennsylvania Building, 42513th St.,
NW., Washington, DC 20004. Canned  
goods, between points in Benton, 
Crawford, and Washington Counties, 
AR, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL, TN, GA, SC, NC, WV, KY, 
VA, PA, MS, FL, and MD. Supporting 
shipper(s): Allen Canning Company, 503 
East Main St., Siloam Springs, AR 72760.

MC 152266 (Sub-3-3TA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: ABC 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 890, Lebanon,. 
TN 37087. Representative: John A. 
Crawford, 17th Floor Deposit Guaranty 
Plaza, P.O. Box 22567, Jackson, MS 
39205. Contract, irregular. Packaged  
flou r, flo u r m ixes, corn m eal, corn grits 
and d ry dog fo o d  between points in AL, 
AR, FL, GA, KY, LA, MS, MO, NC, OH, 
SC, TN, VA, and WV under continuing 
contract(s) with Martha White Foods, 
Inc. Supporting shipper Martha White 
Foods, Inc., P.O. Box 58, Nashville, TN 
37202.

MC 159110 (Sub-3-lTA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: JAMES 
HENRY HYATT, d.b.a. H AND S 
TRUCK SERVICE, Route 4, Box 726, 
Ahoskie, NC 27910. Representative: 
Richard J. Lee, Suite 1633, 700 E. Main 
St., Richmond, VA 23219. Lum ber and  
w ood products from points in Hertford, 
Bertie, Pasqotank, Perquimans, Cowan,



56258 Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 220 / M onday, N ovem ber 16, 1981 / N otices

Washington and Craven Counties, NC to 
points in PA, NJ, DE, MD, VA, WV, OH, 
TN, KY, NC, SC, GA, & DC. M eta l 
products from points in Hertford County, 
NC to points in PA, NJ, DE, MD, VA,
WV, OH, TN, KY, NC, SC, GA, and DC. 
Supporting shippers: There are 9 
statements in support of this application 
which may be examined at the ICC 
Regional Office, Atlanta, GA.

MC 96825 (Sub-3-lTA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: 
CARPENTER TRUCKING COMPANY, 
INC., 1810 Milton Road, Charlotte, NC 
28215. Representative: Nancy E. Foltz, 
3250 NCNB Plaza, Charlotte, NC 28280. 
E lectrica l transform ers and m otors, 
accessories and hardw are between 
Charlotte, NC and Hickory, NC on the 
one hand and on the other, Florence, SC. 
Supporting shippers: General Electric 
Company, P.O. Box 95054, Raleigh, NC 
27625; RTE, Inc., 1532 Kilamey Drive, 
Cary, NC 27511; Carolina Power and 
Light Co., P.O. Box 1551, Raleigh, NC 
27602.

MC 159111 (Sub-3-lTA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: JAMES 
JONES, d.b.a. JONES AMBULANCE 
AND WRECKER SERVICE, Highway 78 
West, Route 4, Box 593, Hamilton, AL 
35570. Representative: C. Harry Green, 
P.O. Box 547, Hamilton, AL 35570. 
W recked and d isa b led  veh icles 
between points in U.S. and points in 
Marion, Winston, Franklin, Lamar, 
Fayette, and Walker counties, AL. 
Supporting shippers: TAKO, Box A, 
Hackleburg, A135564; W. T. Vick 
Lumber Company, P.O. Box 340, 
Hamilton, AL 35570; Hamilton Plastic 
Products, Inc., P.O. Box 31, Hamilton, A1 
35570.

MC 146940 (Sub-3-2TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: LUMBEE 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., Route 2, 
Box 129, Maxton, NC 28364. 
Representative: William P. Farthing, Jr., 
1100 Cameron-Brown Building,
Charlotte, NC 28204. Canned fo od stu ffs, 
and m aterials, su pp lies and/or 
equipm ent (except in  bulk) u sed  in  the 
m anufacturing and distribution o f  
canned foo d stu ffs, between Camden, NJ, 
Napolean, OH, and Paris, TX, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Maxton, NC. 
Supporting shipper: Campbell Soup 
Company, Maxton, NC 28364; Campbell 
Soup (Texas), Inc., P.O. Box 116, Paris, 
TX 75460.

MC 153429 (Sub-3-2TA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant:
LAKEWAY TRUCKING COMPANY,
Post Office Box 763, Morristown, TN 
37814. Representative: Kim D. Mann, 
Suite 1010, 7101 Wisconsin Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 20014. (1) Lum ber and 
particleboard  and(2) m aterials,

equipm ent, and su pp lies used in the 
manufacture, assembly, and distribution 
of the commodities in (1) above between 
points in Bean Station and Sneedville, 
TN, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in TX, AR, and those states in 
and east of MS, TN, KY, IL, and WI. 
Supporting shippers: R&R Wood 
Products, Inc. and Volunteer 
Fabricators, Inc., P.O. Box 1236, 
Morristown, TN 37814.

M C 157375 (Sub-3-2TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: WINDY 
HILL FOLIAGE, INC., P.O. Box 1642, 
Eustis, FL 32726. Representative:
Michael J. Wyngaard, 150 East Gilman 
St., Madison, WI 53703. Food and  
rela ted  products from (1) Madison, 
Marathon, Medford and Muscoda, WI to 
AL, FL, GA, MS, and TN; and (2) West 
Bend, WI and Nashville, TN to FL, GA, 
and TN. Supporting shippers: Madison 
Dairy Produce Company, 1018 East 
Washington Avenue, Madison, WI 
53703; Marathon Cheese Corporation, 
P.O. Box 185, Marathon, WI 54748; and 
Level Valley Dairy Company, 807 
Pleasant Valley Road, West Bend, WI 
53095.

MC 111936 (Sub-3-14TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: 
MURROW’S TRANSFER, INC., P.O. Box 
4095, High Point, NC 27263. 
Representative: Wilmer B. Hill, 805 
McLachlen Bank Building, 666 Eleventh 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20001. 
Furniture, m aterials, an d fittin g s, 
between points in Cook County, IL, Los 
Angeles County, CA, and Maricopa and 
Pima Counties, AZ, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Ohio. 
Supporting shippers: Waterbeds ’N 
Stuff, Inc., 3933 Brooklawn Dr., Grove 
City, OH 43123; Mort’s Furniture Mart, 
Inc., Seaside Waterbeds, 975 Mt. Vernon 
Road, Newark, OH 43055; and Don’s 
Furniture, 2074 Cherry Valley, Newark, 
OH.

h ie  682 (Sub-3-4TA), filed November
2,1981. Applicant: BURNHAM VAN 
SERVICE, INC., 5000 Burnham Blvd., 
Columbus, GA 31907. Representative: 
David Earl Tinker, Esq., 1000 
Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 1112, 
Washington, DC 20036-5391. Contract 
carrier, irregular routes; data p rocessin g  
m achines, system s, d evices, an d rela ted  
p arts, between points in Durham and 
Wake Counties, NC, on the one hand, 
and, on the other points in Oakland and 
Wayne Counties, MI, Franklin and 
Cuyahoga Counties, OH, and Allegheny 
County, PA, under continuing contract(s) 
with International Business Machines 
Corporation of Princeton, NJ. Supporting 
shipper: International Business 
Machines Corporation, P.O. Box 10, 
Princeton, NJ 08540.

MC 159035 (Sub-3-lTA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: TALBERT 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 602 South Cedar 
Ave., Andrews, SC 29510. 
Representative: Mitchell King, Jr., Esq., 
P.O. Box 5711, Greenville, SC 29606. 
Contract: Irregular: G en eral 
com m odities (except c la sses A  and B  
exp lo sives and household goods as 
defin ed  b y  the Com m ission) between 
points in the U.S. under continuing 
contract(s) with Oneita Knitting Mills of 
Andrews, SC. Supporting shipper:
Oneita Knitting Mills, P.O. Drawer 24, 
Andrews, SC 29510.

MC 159112 (Sub-3-lTA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: 
BEVERAGE TRANSPORT & 
WAREHOUSING, INC., 3550 NW. 110th 
Street, Miami, FL 33168. Representative: 
Norman A. Cooper, 145 W. Wisconsin 
Ave., Neenah, WI 54956. Contract 
carrier; irregular routes; Food and  
rela ted  products and packaging  
m aterials between the facilities of 
Beverage Canners, Inc. in Dade County, 
FL on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL, FL, G £, and SC.
Supporting shipper: Beverage Canners, 
Inc., P.O. Box 68028, Miami, FL 33168.

MC 140484 (Sub-3-25TA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: LESTER 
COGGINS TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 
69, Fort Myers, FL 33902. Representative: 
Frank T. Day (same as applicant). 
Foodstuffs and rela ted  products 
between points in CA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the states of 
IL, IN, KS, KY, MI, MN, and OH. 
Supporting shipper: Pandol Bros. Inc., Rt. 
2, Box 388, Delano, CA 93215.

MC 154103 (Sub-3-21TA), filed 
October 23,1981. Applicant: MID 
SOUTH FREIGHT, INC., P.O. Box 446, 
Hendersonville, TN 37075. 
Representative: Joe F. Powell, P.O. Box 
446, Hendersonville, TN 37075. Contract 
carrier over irregular routes, books N O I  
in  bags, b oxes and bundles, between the 
facilities of Book Peddler at 
Hendersonville, TN and points east of 
ND, SD, NE, KS, OK, TX. Supporting 
shipper: Book Peddler, 27 Industrial Park 
Dr., Hendersonville, TN 37075.

MC 159031 (Sub-3-lTA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: SMOKY 
MOUNTAIN TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
61 Vis Craven Street, Asheville, NC 28806. 
Representative: Ralph McDonald, P.O. 
Box 2246, Raleigh, NC 27602. C osm etics, 
toilet preparations, toilet articles and  
equipm ent and su pp lies u sed  in  
connection with cosm etics, toilet 
preparations and toilet articles from the 
facilities of Iodent Chemical Co. in 
Elizabethton, TN to points in 
Birmingham, AL, Orlando, FL, Newnan,
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GA, Chicago, IL, Fort Wayne, IN, 
Lawrence, KS, New Orleans, LA, Detroit 
and Plymouth, MI, Shakopee, MN, St. 
Louis, MO, Omaha, NE, Elizabeth, 
Edison, Bayonne, and Newark, NJ, 
Buffalo, Liverpool, New York City, and 
Rome, NY, Cleveland, OH, Fairless 
Hills, Philadelphia, and Shiremanstown. 
PA, Dallas and San Antonio, TX, 
Alexandria, VA, and Milwaukee, WS. 
Supporting shipper: Iodent Chemical 
Co., Iodent Industrial Way,
Elizabethton, TN 37643.

M C 107960 (Sub-3-3TA), filed 
November 4,1981. Applicant: 
SUMMERFORD TRUCK LINE, INC.,
P.O. Box 487, Ashford, AL 36312. 
Representative: Robert E. Tate, P.O. Box 
517, Evergreen, AL 36401. Foods, 
groceries and com m odities dealt in , 
sold , or u sed  b y  fo o d  and grocery  
houses between Dale, Coffee, Henry, 
Houston, and Geneva Counties, AL, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in AR, FL, GA, IL, IN, KY, LA, MS, NC, 
OK, SC, TN, and TX. Supporting shipper: 
M. O. Carroll Newton Company, 
Incorporated, P.O. Box 820, Ozark, AL 
36361.

MC 145382 (Sub-3-lTA), filed 
November 4,1981. Applicant: 
SOUTHERN HAULERS, INC., Box 152, 
Calera, AL 35020. Representative: John 
W. Cooper, Attorney at Law, P.O. Box 
56, Mentone, AL 35984. Com m odities in  
bulk in open dump veh icles between 
points in LA, MS, AR, TN, GA, AL and 
that portion of FL on and west of the 
Apalachicola River. Supporting 
shippers: Cosby-Carmichael, Inc., River 
Road, Selma, AL 36701, Paul Blum 
Company, Inc., 239 Van Rensselaer St., 
Buffalo, NY 14210, Allied Products Co., 
Inc., P.O. Box 26289, Birmingham, AL 
35226, Southern Stone Company, a 
division of Dravo, Inc., P.O. Box C200, 
211 8th Ave. South, Birmingham, AL 
35283.

The following applications were filed 
in Region 4. Send protests to: Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Complaint and 
Authority Branch, P.O. Box 2980,“ 
Chicago, IL 60604.

MC 69833 (Sub-4-14TA), filed October
30,1981. Applicant: ASSOCIATED 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 200 Monroe Ave., 
NW„ 6th Floor, Grand Rapids, MI 49503. 
Representative: Harry Pohlad (same 
address as applicant). Contract irregular 
General Com m odities (except Classes A 
and B explosives, commodities in bulk 
and household goods), between points 
in the States of IL, IN, IA, KY, MI, MN, 
MO, NY, OH, PA, WI, under continuing 
contract with Ford Motor Company. 
Supporting shipper: Ford Motor 
Company, One Parklane Blvd.,
Dearborn, MI 48126.

MC 86247 (Sub-4-4TA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: I. C. L. 
INTERNATIONAL CARRIERS 
LIMITED; 1333 College Avenue,
Windsor, Ontario, Canada. 
Representative: Martin J. Leavitt,
Sullivan and Leavitt, P.C., 22375 
Haggerty Road, P.O. Box 400, Northville, 
MI 48167. Pulp, paper or a llie d  products 
between points in St. Clair County, MI. 
Supporting shipper: Port Huron Paper 
Co., 9125 W. Jefferson, Detroit, MI.

MC 98154 (Sub-4-4TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: BRUCE 
CARTAGE, INC., 3460 E. Washington 
Road, Saginaw, Mi 48601.
Representative: Karl L. Gotting, 1200 
Bank of Lansing Bldg., Lansing, Mi 
48933. Such com m odities as are dealt in  
b y reta il departm ent stores between 
points in Wayne County, MI, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, the facilities of 
Montgomery Ward & Co., Inc. located in 
Erie and Lucas Counties, OH. An 
underlying ETA seeks 120-day authority. 
Supporting shipper: Montgomery Ward 
& Co., Inc., Montgomery Ward Plaza, 
Chicago, IL 60671.

MC 127505 (Sub-4-3TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: R. H. 
BOELK TRUCK LINES, INC., 120114th 
Ave., Mendota, IL 61342. Representative: 
Jack L. Schiller, 123-60 83rd Ave,, Kew 
Gardens, NY 11415. Com m on irregular: 
Scrap m etal from Davenport, LA and 
Fort Wayne and South Bend, IN to 
points in KY, IL, IN, OH and MI. 
Supporting shipper: Superior 
Companies, Inc., Aluminum Trading 
Div., 3719 Bridge Ave., Suite 5, 
Davenport, LA.

MC 139772 (Sub-4-lTA), filed October
29.1981. Applicant: ROBERTS 
TRUCKING, INC., Route 1, Eldorado, WI 
54932. Representative: James Robert 
Evans, 145 W. Wisconsin Avenue, 
Neenah, WI 54956. C h eese  (1) from 
Brilion, WI to points in IN and MI; (2) 
from Fond du Lac, WI to Stamford, CT, 
Clifton, East Hanover, Newark, Passaic 
and Westville, NJ and points in MI; (3) 
from Hilbert, WI to Boston, MA and its 
commercial zone, New Brunswick and 
West Caldwell, NJ and points in NY; (4) 
from Lowell, WI to Pittsburgh, PA, and 
its commercial zone; (5) from Mayville, 
WI to Cleveland, OH, Pittsburgh, PA, 
and their commercial zones, Fairfield 
and Woodridge, NJ, Mt. Kisco, NY, and 
points in IN; (6) from Mt. Horeb, WI to 
Muncie, IN; (7) from Oostburg, WI to 
points in MI; (8) from Plymouth, WI to 
Fort Wayne and Indianapolis, IN, and 
points in MI, NJ, NY and VA; (9) from 
Weyauwega, WI to South Bend, IN, and 
points in MD, NJ and NY; (10) from 
points in WI to Washington, DC, 
Chicago, IL, Baltimore, MD, New York,

NY, Philadelphia, PA, and their 
commercial zones, and points in OH and 
PA; and (11) from points in Hudson 
County, NJ to points in WI. Supporting 
shippers: 17.

MC 143699 (Sub-4-5TA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: QUALITY 
CONTRACT CARRIERS, INC., 1009 
West Edgewood Avenue, Indianapolis, 
IN 46217. Representative: Donald L. 
Stem, Suite 610, 7171 Mercy Road, 
Omaha, NE 68106. Contract; Coated  
fa b rics, and battery containers, covers 
and vents, between Indianapolis, IN and 
City of Industry, CA, under continuing 
contract(s) with the Richardson 
Company. Supporting shipper: The 
Richardson Company, 2400 E. Devon, 
Des Plaines, IL 60018.

MC 146536 (Sub-4-2TA), filed October
30,1981. Applicant: WALTER SHORT 
AGENCY, INC., 5000 Wyoming Ave., 
Dearborn, MI 48126. Representative: 
Martin J. Leavitt, Sullivan and Leavitt, 
P.C., P.O. Box 400, 22375 Haggerty Rd., 
Northville, MI 48167. M ach in ery  
between the international boundary line 
between Mexico and the U.S., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S. under contract with Sylsa, S.A. 
Supporting shipper: Sylsa, S.A., Ave. 
Copan 6465, Lomas de Anahuac, 
Monterrey, n. 1., Mexico.

MC 146600 (Sub-4-lTA), filed 
November 3,1981. Applicant: K & J 
TRUCKING, INC., 2808 W est Sixth 
Street, Sioux Falls, SD. Representative: 
David Koch (same address as 
applicant). G en eral Com m odities under 
B ill o f Lading to M id w est Consolidators, 
excep t c la sses A  and B  exp lo sives, 
com m odities in  bulk, those o f unusual 
value, household  goods, and  
com m odities requiring sp ecia l 
equipm ent, from points in IL, KY, MI, 
OH, NY, TN, PA, WI, and IN, to points 
in KS, ND, MN, NO, NE, IA, and SD. 
Supporting shippers: Midwest 
Consolidators, 324 East Eighth Street, 
Sioux Falls, SD.

MC 151988 (Sub-4-2TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: THOMAS
C. GORTER MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 
2031 Waldorf, N.W., Grand Rapids, MI 
49504. Representative: Edith L. Gorter 
(same as above). F loor coverings and 
rela ted  products (pads, g lue, etc.) 
between Kent County, MI, and various 
points in OH, IN, IL  IA, WI, and MN. 
Supporting shipper: Great Lakes Sales, 
Inc., 4203 Roger B. Chaffee Drive, S.E., 
Grand Rapids, MI 49508.

MC 151988 (Sub-4-3TA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: THOMAS 
C. GORTER MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 
2031 Waldorf, N. W., Grand Rapids, MI 
49504. Representative: Edith L. Gorter
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(same as above). P et fo o d s, packaged  
convenience fo o d s, cleaning products 
and anti-freeze between Kent and/or 
Wayne County, MI and various points in 
OH, IN, IL, IA, WI, and MN. Supporting 
shipper: Spartan Stores, Inc., 850 76th St. 
S. W.; Grand Rapids, MI. 49508.

MC 152082 (Sub-4-5TA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: R.C. SERVICE, INC., 
830 Supreme Dr., Bensenville, IL 60106. 
Representative: Thomas M. O’Brien, 
Sullivan & Associates, Ltd., 10 S. LaSalle 
St., Suite 1600, Chicago, IL 60603. 
Contract, irregular: P rinted m atter, 
between points in the Chicago, IL 
Commercial Zone on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with The Wessel 
Company, Inc. of 1201 Kirk St., Elk 
Grove Village, IL. Supporting shipper: 
Wessel Company, Inc., 1201 Kirk Street, 
Elk Grove Village, IL.

MC 153883 (Sub-4-10TA), filed 
October 30,1981. Applicant: HARNIC 
TRUCKING, INC., 3340 Calumet Ave., 
Hammond, IN 46320. Representative: 
Kenneth F. Dudley, P.O. Box 279, 
Ottumwa, IA 52501. Contract irregular: 
Fireplaces, parts and a ccessories and  
m aterials, equipm ent and su pp lies used  
in  the m anufacture, p rocessing and  
distribution o f firep la ces, parts and  
accessories, between points in the U.S. 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Superior Fireplace Company, Division of 
Mobex Corporation, an underlying ETA 
was filed concurrently. Supporting 
shipper: Superior Fireplace Company, 
Division of Mobex Corporation, 4325 
Artesia Avenue, Fullerton, CA 92633.

MC 157514 (Sub-4-lTA), filed October
29.1981. Applicant: WILLIAM A.
SMITH, 308 Ea'st Maumee, Adrian, MI 
49221. Representative: James R. Neal, 
1200 Bank of Lansing Building, Lansing, 
MI 48933. Food and rela ted  products (1) 
from the facilities of DCA Food 
Industries, Inc. in Hillsdale County, MI 
to points in ME, NJ, VT, MA, RI, CT, NY, 
PA, MD, NJ, DE, VA, WV, OH, KY, IN, 
MI, IL and MO; and (2) from the 
facilities of Boston Molasses Co., 
Division of Ingredient Technology Co. at 
South Boston, MA to points in OH, IL,
IN, MI and WI. An underlying ETA 
seeks 120-day authority. Supporting 
shippers: DCA Food Industries, Inc., 919 
Third Ave., New York, NY 10022; Boston 
Molasses Co., Division of Ingredient 
Technology Company, 920 E. First 
Street, P.O. Box 96, South Boston, MA 
02127.

MC 158417 (Sub-4-lTA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: BADGER STATE 
WESTERN INC., Route 1, P.O. Box 204, 
Owen, WI 54460. Representative:
Michael J. Collins, Attorney at Law, 
Tomlinson, Gillman & Travers, S.C., 330

E Wilson St., P.O. Box 2075, Madison,
WI 53701. Contract, irregular: Food and  
related  products from Manawa, WI to 
points in AZ, CA, CO, ID, LA, MN, MO, 
MT, NM, NV, OR, TX, UT, and WA, 
restricted to a service to be perfprmed 
under continuing contract(s) with Saco 
Foods, Inc. An underlying ETA seeks 
120 days authority. Supporting shipper: 
Saco Foods, Inc., 6120 University 
Avenue, Madison, WI.

MC 158737 (Sub-4-lTA), filed October
29.1981. Applicant: DENNIS R.
MCLEAN d.b.a. M & N TRUCKING, 2522 
Lillian Avenue, Duluth, MN 55811. 
Representative: Stephen F. Grinnell,
1600 TCF Tower, Minneapolis, MN 
55402. M eat, m eat products and canned  
goods between Duluth, MN on thç one 
hand, and, on the other, points in MN 
and WI and the upper Penninsula of MI. 
Supporting shippers: Backman 
Distributing, Inc., 2332 Nanticoke,
Duluth, MN 55811; Geo. A. Hormel &
Co., P.O. Box 800, Austin, MN 55912. An 
underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority.

MC 159047 (Sub-4-lTA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: D & D Cycle Works, 
Inc., Highway 16 and 65 East, Albert 
Lea, MN 56007. Representative: Stephen
F. Grinnell, 1600 TCF Tower, 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 M oto rcycles, 
snow m obiles, m opeds and generators 
from Chicago, IL and Lincoln NE to 
Albert Lea and Austin, MN. Supporting 
shippers: Austin Kawasaki, 215 3rd Ave. 
N.E., Austin, MN 55912; Albert Lea 
Kawasakei, Highways 16 and 65 East 
Lea, MN 56007.

MC 159048 (Sub-4-lTA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: MYRICK 
TRUCKING CO., P.O. Box 145, Savanna, 
IL. 61074. Representative: Perry G. 
Myrick, 1424 Chicago Ave., Savanna, IL 
61074. (815) 273-4162, L ead  O xid e  and  
L ead products from Savanna IL and 
Manchester IA to points in IA, AK, IN, 
KS, KY, MI, MN, MO, NE, OH, TN, WI. 
Supporting shipper: Power Lab Inc.,
Hwy. 84 S, P.O. Box 308, Savanna, IL 
61074.

MC 159049 (Sub-4-lTA), filed October
29.1981. Applicant: ROBERTSON 
TRUCKING, INC., 4460 North 
Springfield, Chciago, IL 60625. 
Representative: Irwin D. Rozner, 134 
North LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 60602. 
Contract irregular: San d  in  bags 
between points in IL and points in 
Cleveland, OH Commercial Zone. 
Underlying ETA was filed. Supporting 
shipper; Hoffman Foundry Div. 
Whitehead Brothers Co., 1193 Main 
Ave., Cleveland, Ohio.

MC 159061 (Sub-4-lTA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: KENNY’S

TRUCKING CO., INC., 7800 So. Chicago 
Ave., Chicago, IL 60619. Representative: 
Austin O’Malley, 17600 So. Crawford, 
Country Club Hills, IL 60477. S te e l C o ils, 
S te e l B ars, S te e l B ille ts, R a il ca rp o rts, 
iron and ste e l articles, construction  
equipm ent, san d  rem olding equipm ent, 
and rela ted  a rticles used  in  the 
m anufacture, sa le  and distribution  
thereof, between Chicago, IL, on the one 
hand, Ft. Smith, AR; Birmingham, AL; 
Phoenix, AZ; Los Angeles, CA; Hartford, 
CT; Colorado Springs, CO; Washington, 
DC; Cape Kennedy and Jacksonville, FL; 
Atlanta, GA; Des Moines, IA; Boise, ID; 
Block Point, IN; Haven, KS; Louisville, 
KY; Baton Rouge, LA; Cambridge, MA; 
Baltimore, MD; Minneapolis and St.
Paul, MN; Detroit and Filer City, MI; 
Daniphan and St. Louis, MO; Kosciasko, 
MS; Missoula, MT; Lincoln, NE; Newark, 
NJ; New York, NY; Cleveland and 
Lewisburg, OH; Broken Arrow, OK; 
Portland, OR; Pittsburgh, PA; Raleigh, 
NC; Knoxville and Memphis, TN; 
Houston, TX; Cleanfield and 
Woodstock, UT; London and Norfolk, 
VA; Richland, WA; Milwaukee, WI, on 
the other. Supporting shippers: J. R. 
Manta, 7700 S. Chicago, Ave., Chicago, 
IL 60619; New Process Eteel Corp., 1901 
Mitchell Blvd., Schaumburg, IL 60193; 
Perlow Steel Corp., 933 E. 95th St., 
Chicago, IL 60619; Rush Metal, Inc., 1 E. 
Schiller 21-D, Chicago, IL 60610.

MC 159070 (Sub-4-lTA), filed--------- .
Applicant: KRO-FUTE CARTAGE 
COMPANY, 8512 West Bradley Rd., 
Milwaukee, WI 53224. Representative: 
Frederick A. Suran, 6051 West Brown 
Deer Rd., Milwaukee, WI 53223.
Contract irregular: B eer, w ine, d istille d  
sp irits and other a lco h olic beverages 
between points in the U.S. Supporting 
shipper: Salentine & Company, Inc., 4950 
S. 2nd Street, Milwaukee, WI 53201. ,

MC 159072 (Sub-4-lTA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: STEVEN 
A. HEINTZ & SON, INC., Box 15, 
Vanderbilt, MI 49795. Representative: 
Karl L. Gotting, 1200 Bank of Lansing 
Bldg., Lansing, MI 48933. Contract; 
irregular: G en eral com m odities (except 
C la sse s A  and B  exp lo sives and  
household goods as d efin ed  b y  the 
Com m ission) between various points in 
the U.S. under continuing contract(s) 
with H & H Tube & Mfg. Co., of 
Southfield, MI. An underlying ETA 
seeks 120-day authority. Supporting 
shipper: H & H Tube & Mfg. Co., 4000 
Town Center, Suite 490, Southfield, MI 
48075.

MC 159115 (Sub-4-lTA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant: MMS 
TERMINALS, INC., 525 W. 47th St., 
Chicago, IL 60609. Representative: James
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R. Madler, 120 W. Madison St., Chicago, 
IL 60602. Contract irregular: Food and  
related  products between Westville, IN 
and points in IL. Restricted to traffic 
moving under continuing contract with 
Lucky Stores, Inc. Supporting shipper: 
Midwestern Food Division, Lucky 
Stores, Inc., P.O. Box 67, Rock Island, IL. 
61201.

M C 159116 (Sub-4-lTA), filed 
November 2,1981. Applicant:
FRONTIER TRAILS, INC., 18701 S. Wolf 
Rd., Mokena, IL 60448. Representative: 
James R. Madler, 120 W. Madison St., 
Chicago, IL 60602. Passengers and their 
baggage between Chicago, IL 
Commercial Zone, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in TN and FL. 
Supporting shipper: Insulation Installers, 
Inc., 1922 W. Race St., Chicago, IL 60622.

The following applications were filed 
in region 6. Send protests to: Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Region 6, Motor 
Carrier Board, P.O. Box 7413, San 
Francisco, CA 94120.

MC 42487 (Sub-6-66TA), filed October
29.1981. Applicant: CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS CORPORATION OF 
DELAWARE, 175 Linfield Dr., Menlo 
Park, CA 94025. Representative: V. R. 
Oldenburg, P.O. Box 3062, Portland, OR 
97208. Contract Carrier, irregular routes: 
Carbon b lack  and syn th etic rubber, 
from El Dorado, AR, Hickock, KS, Noith 
Bend, LA, Lake Charles, LA, and 
Conroe, TX to points in IL, IN, NJ, NY, 
OH, and PA, for 270 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): Columbian Chemicals Co., 
P.O. Box 37, Tulsa, OK 74102.

MC 154420 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
26.1981. Applicant: DAVID L. 
DURBANO, d.b.a. DLD TRUCKING, P.O. 
Box 1544, Ogden, UT 84402. 
Representative: David L. Durbano (same 
address as applicant). Contract Carrier: 
Irregular Routes: M eta l and m etal 
products from Plymouth, Box Elder 
County, UT to points in WA, OR, ID,
AZ, NM, WY, MT, NV, and CO for 270 
days. Supporting shipper(s): Nucor 
Corp., 4425 Randolph Rd., Charlotte, NC 
28211.

MC 159011 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: DICK GASSER & 
SONS LTD., 4055 E. 64th, Commerce 
City, CO 80022. Representative: Thomas 
J. Simmons, P.O. Box 480, Sioux Falls,
SD 57101. Food and related articles, and  
articles used in the m anufacture and  
distribution o f fo o d  and related  articles 
between the facilities of the Sterling 
Colorado Beef Company, Inc. and its 
subsidiaries, in the U.S., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
U.S. except AK and HI, for 270 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): Sterling Colorado 
Beef Company, P.O. Box 1728, Sterling, 
CO 80751.

MC 145124 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
26.1981. Applicant: GOLD CITY TOURS 
& TRAVEL LTD., 8620 Jasper Ave., #102, 
Edmonton, Alberta, CD T5H3S6. 
Representative: George La Bissoniere, 15
S. Grady Way, Suite 233, Renton, WA 
98055. Passengers and their baggage in 
special or charter operations beginning 
at Port of Entry on the International 
Boundary Line between United States/ 
Canada located at or near Eastport, ID 
and ending at or near Sweetgrass, MT 
and extending to points in ID, OR, CA, 
NV, UT & MT, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shippers: Majestic Tours & 
Travel Ltd., 8620 Jasper Ave., #102, 
Edmonton, Alberta, CD T5H3S6.

MC 159075 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: WILLIAM P. JONES, 
d.b.a. JONES BROS. TRUCKING, 2400 
Old Fort Rd., Missoula, MT 59801. 
Representative: Richard D. Howe, 600 
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, IA 50309. (1) 
Iron and ste e l articles, and (2) 
m aterials, equipm ent, and su pp lies u sed  
in  the m anufacture and distribution o f  
the com m odities in  (1), between 
Sherman, TX; Peoria and Chicago, IL; 
and Santa Clara, CA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in AZ, CA, ID, 
IL, MT, MN, NE, ND, OR, PA, SD, TX, 
WA, and WY, for 270 days. Supporting 
shipper: Keystone Group, A Division of 
Keystone Consolidated Industries, Inc., 
7000 SW  Adams St., Peoria, IL.

MC 159075 (Sub-6-2TA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: WILLIAM P. JONES, 
d.b.a. JONES BROS. TRUCKING, 2400 
Old Fort Rd., Missoula, MT 59801. 
Representative: Richard D. Howe, 600 
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines, IA 50309. 
Lum ber, from Kettle Falls, WA, to points 
in LA, IL, MN, ND, SD, and WI, for 270 
days. Supporting shipper: Plum Creek 
Lumber, P.O. Box 111, Route 1, Kettle 
Falls, WA 99141.

MC 121630 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: LEMORE 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1420 
Industrial Way, Concord, CA 94524. 
Representative: Daniel W. Baker, 100 
Pine St., #2550, San Francisco, CA 
94111. Contact Carrier: Irregular routes: 
Such com m odities are dealt in  b y  
m anufacturers, distributors, retailers 
and w holesalers o f food , groceries and  
hom e products, to or from the facilities 
of The Clorox Company and its 
subsidiaries, between points in CA, OR, 
WA, ID, UT, NV, AZ, NM, CO, WY and 
MT, under continuing contracts with 
The Clorox Company and its 
subsidiaries, for 270 days. Supporting 
shipper: The Clorox Company, 1221 
Broadway St., Oakland, CA 94612.

MC 158288 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: MONTANA

CONSULTANTS, INC., d.b.a. 
TOMAHAWK TRANSPORTATION,
5400 Laurel Rd., Billings, MT 59101. 
Representative: Terrence M. O’Neill 
(same address as applicant). Contract 
Carrier, Irregular Route, G en eral 
com m odities (except c la sses A  & B  
exp lo sives, h ousehold goods, and  
hazardous w aste m aterials), between 
the facilities of Great Falls Shipping, 
Billings Retail Shippers’ Association, 
Billings Shipping Corporation, Billings 
Furniture Pool Association, and Peavey 
Company in MT and SD, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in WA, 
OR, CA, ID, NV, AZ, UT, MT, WY, CO, 
NM, ND, SD, NB, KS, OK, TX, MN, IA, 
MO, AK, LA, MS, TN, IL, WI, MI, IN,
OH, KY, AL, GA, FL, NC, VA, WV, PA, 
NY, NJ, MA, under continuing contracts 
for 270 days. There are five supporting 
shippers. Their statements may be 
examined at the regional office listed 
above.

MC 159076 (6-lTA), filed November 2, 
1981. Applicant: NORTHWEST 
TRANSPORT, INC., 1719 Valley Blvd., 
Fontana, CA 92355. Representative: 
Richard C. Celio, 2300 Camino Del Sol, 
Fullerton, CA 92633. Contract Carrier, 
Irregular routes: Such com m odities as 
are dealt in  b y  m anufacturers or 
distributors o f toilet articles and  
cosm etics, from Pasadena, CA to points 
in OR, WA, ID, UT, NV, AZ, CO, NM,
TX and OK, for 270 days. Supporting 
shipper: Avon Products, Inc., 2940 E. 
Foothill Blvd., Pasadena, CA 91121.

MC 142670 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
29.1981. Applicant: O.S.S., INC., 1326 E. 
Frances St., Ontario* CA 91761. 
Representative: Milton W. Flack, 8383 
Wilshire Blvd., Suite 900, Beverly Hills, 
CA 90211. Contract Carrier, Irregular 
routes: (1) firep la ce airheaters and  
ventilators and barbeque g rills: and (2) 
parts and a ccessories in (1) above, from 
the facilities of Superior Fireplace Co., 
Division of Mobex Corporation, at 
Fullerton, CA, to points in OR and WA, 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Superior Fireplace Co., Division of 
Mobex Corporation, of Fullerton, CA, for 
270 days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 
days authority. Supporting shippers: 
Superior Fireplace Co., Division of 
Mobex Corporation, of Fullerton, CA.

MC 151510 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
30.1981. Applicant: P & L TRUCKING 
SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 7237, Denver, 
CO 80207. Representative: Nancy P. 
Bigbee, 745 E. 18th Ave., Suite 101, 
Denver, CO 80203. (1) M a lt beverages 
and rela ted  advertising m aterials, from 
Jefferson County, CO to points in TX 
and AZ; (2) Em pty used  beverage 
containers and m aterials and su pp lies
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used in and dealt with by breweries, 
from points in TX and AZ to points in 
Jefferson County, CO; for 270 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper: Adolph 
Coors Company, Golden, CO 80401.

MC 143669 (Sub-6-lTA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: TOWPICH 
EXPRESS LINES, INC., 2840 58th Ave., 
S.E., Calgary, AB T2C 0B3. 
Representative: A. J. Swanson, P.O. Box 
1103, Sioux Falls, SD 57101. Iron and  
stee l rope, in ocean-going containers, 
between the U.S.-CN port of entry at or 
near Sweetgrass, MT and points in 
Shoshone County, ID, for 270 days. 
Supporting shipper: Dart Containerlines, 
Ltd., 12908 87th St., Edmonton, AB T5E 
4C2.

MC 134548 (Sub-6-4TA), filed October
28.1981. Applicant: ZENITH 
TRANSPORT, LTD., 2381 Rogers Ave., 
Coquitlam B.C., CD V3K 5Y2. 
Representative: Michael D. 
Duppenthaler, 211 Washington, St., 
Seattle, WA 98104. N ew sprint, from 
ports of entry on the International 
Boundary Line between the U.S. and CD 
in WA to points in CA in and north of 
Santa Cruz, San Benito, Merced, 
Mariposa and Mono Counties, and 
points in AZ for 270 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 120 days authority. 
Supporting shipper: Powell River- 
Albemi Sales Corp., 1415 Fifth Ave., 
Seattle, WA 98171.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32916 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

Dance Panel to the National Council on 
the Arts; Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Dance Panel 
to the National Council on the Arts will 
be held December 3,1981, from 9:00 
a.m.-5:30 p.m. and on December 4,1981, 
from 9:00 a.m.-3:30 p.m. in room 1422 of 
the Columbia Plaza Office Complex,
2401 E Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 
20506.

A portion of this meeting will be open 
to the public on December 4,1981, from 
9:00 a.m.-3:30 p.m. to discuss general 
policy and future directions.

The remaining sessions of this 
meeting on December 3,1981, from 9:00 
a.m.-5:30 p.m. are for the purpose of 
Panel review, discussion, evaluation, 
and recommendation on applications for 
financial assistance under the National

Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended, 
including discussion of information 
given in confidence to the agency by 
grant applicants. In accordance with the 
determination of the Chairman 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 13,1980, these sessions will be 
closed to the public pursuant to 
subsections (c)(4), (6) and 9(b) of section 
552b of Title 5, United States Code.

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Mr. 
John H. Clark, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National 
Endowment for the Arts, Washington,
D.C. 20506, or call (202) 634-6070.
John H. Clark,
Director, Office o f Council and Panel 
Operations, National Endowment for the Arts. 
November 10,1981.
[FR Doc. 81-32965 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7537-01-M

Office for Partnership (State Programs 
Section) to the National Council on the 
Arts; Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Office for 
Partnership (State Programs Section) to 
the National Council on the Arts will be 
held on December 2-4,1981 from 8:30 
a.m.-5:00 p.m. in the first floor 
conference room of the Shoreham 
Building, 80615th St., NW., Washington, 
D.C.

A portion of this meeting will be open 
to the public on December 2,1981, from 
8:30 a.m.-l:30 p.m., December 3,1981, 
from 8:30 a.m.-10:30 a.m., and on 
December 4,1981, from 8:30 a.m.-5:00 
p.m. to discuss recommendations and 
discussion of small group applications.

The remaining sessions of this 
meeting on December 2,1981, from 1:30 
p.m.-5:00 p.m. and December 3,1981, 
from 10:30 a.m.-5:00 p.m. are for the 
purpose of Panel review, discussion, 
evaluation, and recommendation on 
applications for financial assistance 
under the National Foundation on the 
Arts and the Humanities Act of 1965, as 
amended, including discussion of 
information given in confidence to the 
agency by grant applicants. In 
accordance with the determination of 
the Chairman published in the Federal 
Register of February 13,1980, these 
sessions will be closed to the public 
pursuant to sections (c)(4), (6) and 9(b) 
of section 552b of Title 5, United States 
Code.

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Mr. 
John H. Clark, Advisory Committee

Management Officer, National 
Endowment for the Arts, Washington, 
D.C. 20506, or call (202) 634-6070.
November 10,1981.
John H. Clark,
Director, Office of Council and Panel 
Operations, National Endowment for the Arts.
[FR Doc. 81-32964 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7537-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. STN 50-528A, STN 50-529A, 
and STN 50-530A]

Arizona Public Service Co., et al.; 
Receipt of Additional Antitrust 
Information: Time for Submission of 
Views on Antitrust Matters

Arizona Public Service Company, 
pursuant to section 103 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, has 
filed information requested by the 
Attorney General for antitrust review as 
required by 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix L. 
This information concerns two proposed 
additional ownership participants, the 
Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power and the Southern California 
Public Power Authority, for the Palo 
Verde Nuclear Generating Station. The 
current holders of the construction 
permits are Arizona Public Service 
Company, Salt River Project Agricultural 
Improvement and Power District, 
Southern California Edison Company, El 
Paso Electric Company, and Public 
Service Company of New Mexico.

The information was filed in 
connection with the application 
submitted by the construction permit 
holders for operating licenses for three 
pressurized water reactors. Construction 
was authorized on May 25,1976 at the 
Palo Verde site located in Maricopa 
County, Arizona. *

The original application was docketed 
on October 7,1974, and the Notice of 
Receipt of Application for Construction 
Permits and Facility Licenses and 
Availability of Applicants’ 
Environmental Report; Time for 
Submission of Views on Antitrust 
Matters was published in the Federal 
Register on October 22,1974 (39 FR 
37527). The Notice of Receipt of 
Application for Facility Operating 
Licenses; Notice of Availability of 
Environmental Report; and the Notice of 
Consideration of Issuance of Facility 
Operating Licenses and Notice of 
Opportunity for Hearing was published 
in the Federal Register on July 11,1980 
(45 FR 46941). Subsequently, the Notice 
of Hearing was published in the Federal 
Register on April 22,1981 (46 FR 23001).
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A copy of the above documents are 
available for public examination and 
copying for a fee at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20555 and at the 
Phoenix Public Library, Science and 
Industry Section, 12 East McDowell 
Road, Phoenix, Arizona 85004.

Any person who wishes to have his 
views on the antitrust matters with 
respect to the Los Angeles Department 
of Water and Power and the Southern 
California Public Power Authority 
presented to the Attorney General for 
consideration or who desires additional 
information regarding the matters 
covered by this notice, should submit 
such views or requests for additional 
information to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Chief, Utility 
Finance Branch Office of Nuclear 
Reactor Regulation, on or before 
November 30,1981.

This notice was previously published 
in the Federal Register on September 2, 
1981 (46 FR 44110), September 18,1981 
(46 FR 46453), September 25,1981 (46 FR 
47330), and October 2,1981 (46 FR 
48805).

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 26th day 
of August 1981.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Frank J. Miraglia,
Chief Licensing Branch No. 3, Division o f 
Licensing.
[FR Doc. 81-31782 Filed 10-30-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards, Subcommittee on 
Advanced Reactors; Meeting

The ACRS Subcommittee on 
Advanced Reactors will hold a meeting 
on December 3 and 4,1981, at the 
Bellevue Hotel, 505 Geary Street, San 
Francisco, CA to continue discussion 
regarding possible design 
considerations, issues, and criteria for 
future commercial advanced reactors 
and plans to prepare a report to submit 
to the ACRS. Notice of this meeting was 
published October 29.

In accordance with the procedures 
outlined in the Federal Register on 
September 30,1981, (46 FR 47903), oral 
or written statements may be presented 
by members of the public, recordings 
will be permitted only during those 
portions of the meeting when a 
transcript is being kept, and questions 
may be asked only by members of the 
Subcommittee, its consultants, and Staff. 
Persons desiring to make oral 
statements should notify the Designated 
Federal Employee as far in advance as 
practicable so that appropriate

arrangements can be made to allow the 
necessary time during the meeting for 
such statements.

The entire meeting will be open to 
public attendance except for those 
sessions during which the Subcommittee 
finds it iiecessary to discuss proprietary 
information. One or more closed 
sessions may be necessary to discuss 
such information. (Sunshine Act 
Exemption 4). To the extent practicable, 
these closed sessions will be held so as 
to minitnize inconvenience to members 
of the public in attendance.

The agenda for subject meeting shall 
be as follows: Thursday and Friday, 
December 3 and 4,1981—8:30 a.m. until 
the conclusion of business each day.

The Subcommittee and its consultants 
will discuss possible design 
considerations, issues, or criteria for 
future commercial advanced reactors 
and plan to prepare a report to submit to 
the ACRS.

Further information regarding topics 
to be discussed, whether the meeting 
has been cancelled or rescheduled, the 
Chairman’s ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call to 
the cognizant Designated Federal 
Employee, Mr. Elpidio Igne (telephone 
202/634-1414) between 8:15 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m., EST.

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of the Fédéral 
Advisory Committee Act, that it may be 
necessary to close some portions of this 
meeting to protect proprietary 
information. The authority for such 
closure is Exemption (4) to the Sunshine 
Act, 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(4).

Dated: November 10,1981.
Samuel ). Chilk,
Secretary o f the Commission.
[FR Doc. 81-32984 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards, Subcommittee on 
Emergency Core Cooling Systems; 
Meeting

The ACRS Subcommittee on 
Emergency Core Cooling Systems will 
hold a meeting on December 2 and 3, 
1981, at the National Security and 
Resources Study Center, Box 1663— 
Diamond Drive, Los Alamos National 
Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM. The 
Subcommittee will review selected 
portions of the NRC Safety Research 
Program for the ACRS Report to 
Congress. The Subcommittee will also 
discuss the status of Unresolved Safety 
Issues, “Water Hammer (A -l)’’ and 
“Containment Emergecy Sump

Performance (A-43)”. Notice of this 
meeting was published October 29.

In accordance with the procedures 
outlined in the Federal Register on 
September 30,1981, (46 FR 47903), oral 
or written statements may be presented 
by members of the public, recordings 
will be permitted only during those 
portions of the meeting when a 
transcript is being kept, and questions 
may be asked only by members of the 
Subcommittee, its consultants, and Staff. 
Persons desiring to make oral 
statements should notify the Designated 
Federal Employee as far in advance as 
practicable so that appropriate 
arrangements can be made to allow the 
necessary time during the meeting for 
such statements.

The entire meeting will be open to 
public attendance except for those 
sessions of this meeting that may be 
closed to discuss the NRC Safety 
Research Program as required (Sunshine 
Act Exemptions (2), (6), and (9)b). to the 
extent practicable, these closed sessions 
will be held so as to minimize 
inconvenience to members of the public 
in attendance.

The agenda for subject meeting shall 
be as follows: Wednesday and 
Thursday, December 2 and 3,1981—8:30 
a.m. until the conclusion of business 
each day.

During the intial portion of the 
meeting, the Subcommittee, along with 
any of its consultants who may be 
present, will exchange preliminary 
views regarding matters to be 
considered during the balance of the 
meeting.

The Subcommittee will then hear 
presentations by and hold discussions 
with representatives of the NRC Staff, 
their consultants, and other interested 
persons regarding the topics to be 
discussed.

Further information regarding topics 
to be discussed, whether the meeting 
has been cancelled or rescheduled, the 
Chairman’s ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call to 
the cognizant Designated Federal 
Employee, Mr. Paul Boehnert (telephone 
202/634-3267) between 8:15 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m., EST.

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) Pub. L. 92-463 that it 
may be necessary to close sessions of 
the meeting as noted above to discuss 
matters which relate solely to the 
internal personnel rules and practices of 
the agency (Excemption (2)), to discuss 
information of a personal nature, the 
disclosure of which would constitute a 
clearly unwarranted invasion of
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personal privacy (Exemption (6)), and to 
discuss preliminary information the 
release of which would be likely to 
significantly frustrate the Committee in 
the performance of its statutory function 
(Exemption (9)b). The authority for such 
closure are Exemptions (2), (6), and (9)b 
to the Sunshine Act, 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(2)(6)(9)b.

Dated: November 9,1981.
Samuel}. Chilk,
Secretary o f the Commission.
[PR Doc. 81-32985 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Dockets No. 50-247SP, 50-286SP]

Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, 
(Indian Point, Unit No. 2) and Power 
Authority of the State of New York 
(Indian Point, Unit No. 3); Order 
Scheduling a Prehearing Conference
November 9,1981.

This Board was appointed by the 
Commission by Order dated September 
18,1981.1

On October 1,1981 this Board issued 
an Order giving notice that requests to 
participate and petitions to intervene 
shall be filed on or before November 6, 
1981 and that contentions shall comply 
with the rules set forth in the 
Commission’s Orders of January 8 and 
September 18,1981.2

This Board finds that a special pre- 
hearing conference is necessary for the 
purpose of:

(a) Identifying and clarifying key 
issues in the proceeding;

(b) Amending the pleadings if 
necessary or desirable;

(c) Establishing a schedule for 
discovery, hearings and further actions 
in the proceedings; and

(d) Considering such other matters as 
may aid in the orderly disposition of the 
proceeding. It is this 9th day of 
November, 1981 Ordered:

1. That a special pre-hearing 
conference be held on Wednesday, 
December 2,1981 in the Boscobel Room 
of the Springvale Inn, 500 Albany Post 
Road, Croton-On-Hudson, New York 
10520 at 9:30 A.M. local time.

2. That NRC Staff and formal 
petitioners are requested to file a pre- 
hearing memorandum and proposed 
order, responding to the items listed 
above as the purposes of the conference. 
Said memorandum to be filed on or 
before the date of the conference.

3. That the conference shall be 
stenographically reported.

‘ Public notice was given 46 FR 47,330, September 
25,1981.

2 Public notice was given 46 FR 49,688, October 7, 
1981.

4. That the public is invited to attend.
5. That no limited appearance 

statements will be accepted at the 
conference. A time for limited 
appearance statements will be 
scheduled at a later date.

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board. 
Louis J. Carter,
Chairman, Administrative Judge.
[FR Doc. 81-32986 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket No. 50-382]

Louisiana Power & Light Co.,
Waterford Steam Electric Station Unit 
No. 3; Order Extending Construction 
Completion Date

Louisiana Power & Light Company is 
the holder of Construction Permit No. 
CPPR-103 issued by the Atomic Energy 
Commission * on November 14,1974 for 
the Waterford Steam Electric Station, 
Unit No. 3. This facility is presently 
under construction at the applicant’s site 
in St. Charles Parish, Louisiana. By letter 
dated June 23,1977, Louisiana Power & 
Light Company filed a request for 
extension of the latest construction 
completion date for the facility. The 
request was granted by the 
Commission’s Order dated July 19,1979.

On August 6,1980, Louisiana Power & 
Light Company filed a request for 
another extension of the latest 
construction completion date for the 
Waterford 3 facility. This request is to 
extend the latest completion date to 
October 30,1983. Louisiana Power & 
Light Company stated that this 
extension was requested because 
construction has been delayed due to (1) 
the status of the operating license 
application review, (2) slow down in 
construction progress due to manpower 
shortages, and (3) financial conditions 
which lead to a reduced construction 
workforce.

The Commission has determined that 
this action involves no significant 
hazards consideration; good cause has 
been shown for the delays; and the 
requested extension is for a reasonable 
period of time, the bases for which are 
set forth in the NRC staffs evaluation of 
the request for extension.

The Commission has determined that 
this action will not result in any 
significant environmental impact and, 
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), amd 
environmental impact statement, or 
negative declaration and environmental

* Effective January 20,1975, the Atomic Energy 
Commission became the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission and permits in effects on that day 
continuèd under the authority of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission.

impact appraisal, need not be prepared 
in connection with this action.

The NRC staffs evaluation of the 
request for extension of the construction 
permit is available for public inspection 
at the Commission’s Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20555 and at the University of New 
Orleans Library, Louisiana Collection, 
Lakefront, New Orleans, Louisiana 
70122.

It is hereby ordered the latest 
completion date for CPPR-103 is 
extended from June 1,1982 to October 
30,1983.

Date of Issuance: November 9,1981.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Robert A. Purple,
Deputy Director, Division o f Licensing, Office 
o f Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 81-32987 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket No. 50-206]

Southern California Edison Co. and 
San Diego Gas & Electric Co.; Issuance 
of Amendment to Provisional 
Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
issued Amendment No. 58 to Provisional 
Operating License No. DPR-13, issued to 
Southern California Edison Company 
and San Diego Gas and Electric 
Company (the licensees), which revised 
the Technical Specifications for 
operation of the San Onofre Nuclear 
Generating Station Unit No. 1 (the 
facility) located in San Diego County, 
California. The amendment is effective 
30 days from its date of issuance.

The amendment approves changes to 
the Appendix A Technical 
Specifications which incorporate certain 
of the TMI-2 Lessons Learned Category 
“A” requirements. These requirements 
concern (1) Emergency Power Supply 
Requirements, (2) Valve Position 
Indication, (3) Instrumentation for 
Inadequate Core Cooling, (4) 
Containment Isolation, (5) Shift 
Technical Advisor, and (6) Containment 
Sphere Hydrogen Detection and Control. 
Note that these Technical Specifications 
are to be implemented within 30 days.

The application for amendment /■ 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Ch. I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice
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of this amendment was not required 
since the amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact that pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.5(d)(4), an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
enviropmental impact appraisal need 
not be prepared in connection with 
issuance of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated May 7,1981, (2) 
Amendment No. 58 to License No. DPR- 
13, and (3) the Commission's related 
Safety Evaluation« All of these items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., 
and at the Mission Viejo Branch Library, 
24851 Chrisanta Drive, Mission Viejo, 
California. A single copy of items (2) 
and (3) may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 6th day of 
November 1981.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Thomas V. Wambach,
Acting Chief, Operating Reactors Branch #5, 
Division o f Licensing.
[FR Doc. 81-32988 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket No. 50-305]

Wisconsin Public Service Corp., 
Wisconsin Power and Light Co., and 
Madison Gas and Electric Co.;
Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
issued Amendment No. 37 to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-43, issued to 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation, 
Wisconsin Power and Light Company, 
and Madison Gas and Electric Company 
(the licensees), which revised the license 
for operation of the Kewaunee Nuclear 
Plant (the facility) located in Kewaunee, 
Wisconsin. The amendment is effective 
as of the date of issuance, and is to be 
fully implemented within 60 days of 
Commission approval in accordance 
with the procedures of 10 CFR 
73.55(b)(4).

The amendment adds a license 
condition to include the Commission 
approved Guard Training and 
Qualification Plan as part of the license.

The licensees' filing, which has been

handled by the Commission as an 
application, complies with the standards 
and requirements of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), and 
the Commission’s rules and regulations. 
The Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10 
CRF Ch. I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice 
of this amendment was not required 
since this amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need 
not be prepared in connection with 
issuance of this amendment.

The licensees’ filings dated March 16, 
1981, and its revisions submitted by 
letters dated May 5,1981, May 19,1981 
and June 3,1981, are being withheld 
from public disclosure pursuant to 10 
CFR 2.790(b). The withheld information 
is subject to disclosure in accordance 
with die provisions of 10 CFR 9.12.

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) Amendment No. 37 to 
License No. DPR-43 and (2) the 
Commission’s related letter to the 
licensees dated November 5,1981. All of 
these items are available for public 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW„ 
Washington, D.C. and at the Kenwaunee 
Public Library, 314 Milwaukee Street, 
Kewaunee, Wisconsin 54216. A copy of 
items (1) and (2) may be obtained upon 
request addressed Jto the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Licensing.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Steven A. Varga,
Chief Operating Reactors Branch No. 1, 
Division o f Licensing.
[FR Doc. 81-32989 Filed  11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket No. 50-305]

Wisconsin Public Service Corp., et a!.; 
Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
issued Amendment No. 38 to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-43, issued to 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation, 
Wisconsin Power and Light Company, 
and Madison Gas and Electric Cofnpany 
(the licensees), which revised Technical

Specifications for operation of the 
Kewaunee Nuclear Plant (the facility) 
located in Kewaunee, Wisconsin. The 
amendment is effective as of the date of 
issuance.

The amendment incorporates the 
requirements for implementation of the 
TMI-2 Lessons Learned Category “A” 
items. It specifically includes the areas 
of emergency power supply 
requirements, valve position indication, 
instrumentation for inadequate core 
cooling, containment isolation, auxiliary 
feedwater systems, and shift technical 
advisor, and requires the 
implementation of programs to reduce 
leakage outside containment and to 
accurately determine airborne iodine 
concentrations.

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Ch. I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice 
of this amendment was not required 
since this amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need 
not be prepared in connection with 
issuance of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
améndment dated October 20,1981, (2) 
Amendment No. 38 to license No. DPR- 
43, (3) the Commission related Safety 
Evaluation transmitted to the licensee 
dated April 18,1980, and (4) the 
Commission’s letter dated November 6, 
1981. All of these items are available for 
public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. and at the 
Kewaunee Public Library, 314 
Milwaukee Street, Kevyaunee,
Wisconsin 54216. A copy of items (2), (3) 
and (4) may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division 
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 6th day of 
November, 1981.
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For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Steven A. Varga,
Chief, Operating Reactors Branch No. 1, 
Division o f Licensing.
[FR Doc. 81-32990 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am] «,

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET

Agency Forms Under Review
Background
November 9,1981.

When executive departments and 
agencies propose public use forms, 
reporting, or recordkeeping 
requirements, the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) reviews and acts on 
those requirements under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act (44 U.S.C., chapter 35). 
Departments and agencies use a number 
of techniques including public hearings 
to consult with the public on significant 
reporting requirements before seeking 
OMB approval. OMB in carrying out its 
responsibility under the act also 
considers comments on the forms and 
recordkeeping requirements that will 
affect the public.

List of Forms Under Review
Every Monday and Thursday OMB 

publishes a list of the agency forms 
received for review since the last list 
was published. The list has all the 
entries for one agency together and 
grouped into new forms, revisions, 
extensions (burden change), extensions 
(no change), or reinstatements. The 
agency clearance officer can tell you the 
nature of any particular revision you are 
interested in. Each entry contains the 
following information:

The name and telephone number of 
the agency clearance officer (from 
whom a copy of the form and supporting 
documents is available).

The office of the agency issuing this 
form.

The title of the form.
The agency form number, if 

applicable.
How often the form must be filled out.
Who will be required or asked to 

report.
The standard industrial classification 

(SIC) codes, referring to specific 
respondent groups that are affected.

Whether small businesses or 
organizations are affected.

A description of the Federal budget 
functional category that covers the 
information collection.

An estimate of the number of 
responses.

An estimate of the total number of 
hours needed to fill out the form.

An estimate of the cost to the Federal 
Government.

An estimate of the cost to the public.
The number of forms in the request for 

approval.
An indication of whether section 3504 

(h) of P.L. 96-511 applies.
The name and telephone number of 

the person or office responsible for OMB 
review and;

An abstract describing the need for 
and uses of the information collection.

Reporting or recordkeeping 
requirements that appear to raise no 
significant issues are approved 
promptly. Our usual practice is not to 
take any action on proposed reporting 
requirements until at least ten working 
days after notice in the Federal Register, 
but occasionally the public interest 
requires more rapid action.
Comments and Questions

Copies of the proposed forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from the agency clearance officer whose 
name and telephone number appear 
under the agency name. The agency 
clearance officer will send you a copy of 
the proposed form, the request for 
clearance (SF83), supporting statement, 
instructions, transmittal letters, and 
other documents that are submitted to 
OMB for review. If you experience 
difficulty in obtaining the information 
you need in reasonable time, please 
advise the OMB reviewer to whom the 
report is assigned. Comments and 
questions about the items on this list 
should be directed to the OMB reviewer 
or office listed at the end of each entry.

If you anticipate commenting on a 
form but find that time to prepare will 
prevent you from submitting comments 
promptly, you should advise the 
reviewer of your intent as early as 
possible.

The timing and format of this notice 
have been changed to make the 
publication of the notice predictable and 
to give a clearer explanation of this 
process to the public. If you have 
comments and suggestions for further 
improvements to this notice, please send 
them to Jim J. Tozzi, Deputy 
Administrator, Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs, Office of 
Management and Budget, 726 Jackson 
Place, Northwest, Washington, D.C. 
20503.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agency Clearance Officer—Richard J. 
Schrimper—202-447-6201

N ew
• Agricultural Marketing Service 
Forms Authorized Under Egg research

and Consumer Information Act

Monthly, annually
Farms/Businesses or other institutions 
Egg producers and egg handlers 
SIC: 025, 514
Small businesses or organizations 
Agricultural research and services:

30,950 responses; 4,198 hours; $0 
Federal cost; 3 forms; $16,171 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504 (h) 

Charles A. Ellett, 202-395-7340
The American Egg Board uses the 

forms to verify the accuracy of 
assessment collections, refund requests, 
and the exempt status of producers.
• Farmers Home Administration 
Section 502 Rural Housing

Weatherization Loans—7CFR1944-C 
FMHA1944-20, -21, -22, -23, -24 
On occasion
Individuals or households/businesses or 

other institutions 
Rural homeowners requiring 

weatherization improvements 
SIC: 491, 492, 493
Small businesses or organizations 
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 

11,305 responses; 10,906 hours;
$281,840 Federal cost; 5 forms; $87,248 
public cost; not applicable under 3504
(h)

Nell Minow, 202-395-7340
Section 502, title V of the Housing Act 

of 1949 authorizes FMHA to collect the 
necessary information in order to 
determine eligibility for rural housing 
weatherization loans.

R evisio n s
• Food and Nutrition Service 
Food Stamp Regulations—Part 275,

Quality Control and Performance 
Reporting 

Part 275 
On occasion
State or local governments 
State & local agncs. res. for admin, the 

food stamp program 
SIC: 943
Food and nutrition assistance: 5,340 

responses; 221,242 hours; $686,379 
Federal cost; 1 form; $647,132 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504 (h)

Nell Minow, 202-395-7340
Monitors operation of the food stamp 

program in the States and reduces 
incidences of fraud and abuse.

Reinstatem ents
• Food and Nutrition Service 
Administrative Review Report—Summer

Food Service Program for Children 
(Site)

FN S19-1 & 19-2 
Nonrecurring
State or local govemments/businesses 

or other institutions
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State agencies, sponsors, site personnel 
SIC: 943
Small businesses or organizations 
Food and nutrition asistance: 5,749 

responses; 44,100 hours; $221,425 
Federal cost; 2 forms; $441,000 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h)

Nell Minow, 202-395-7340
Forms 19-1 and 19-2 are needed to 

monitor the administrative, operative 
and nutritive aspects of the SFSP. Form 
FNS-19-1 is used to monitor sponsors 
administration, including income and 
costs. Form FNS-19-2 gathers 
in fo rm a tio n  on meal service and civil 
rights complaints at sites. Both reviews 
are necessary to ensure that States are 
meeting the Department’s standards as 
called for in the legislation.

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Agency Clearance Officer—Wallace 
McPherson—202-426-5030

Extensions (Burden Change)
• Departmental Management 
Directory of Education Associations 
5015 5016
Annually
Businesses or other institutions 
Education associations 
SIC: 862
Small businesses or organizations 
Research and general education aids: 

1,200 responses; 171 hours; $20,000 
Federal cost; 2 forms; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Federal Education Data Acquisition 
Council, 202-426-5030
To our knowledge, this publication is 

the only one of its kind. It helps fulfill 
the public information responsibilities of 
the Dpartment. It does so by making 
available to its readers the names of 
associations which can furnish more 
information than the Department can in 
answer to specific questions. It is also a 
basic reference tool for educators and 
others directly concerned with schools, 
colleges, and universities.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES

Agency Clearance Officer—Joseph 
Stmad—202-245-7488

New
• Food and Drug Administration 
Reporting Requirements Imposed by

Temporary Marketing Permit 
Regulations 

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Food manufacturers 
SIC: 203
Small businesses or organizations 
Consumer and occupational health and 

safety: 15 responses; 450 hours; $0

Federal cost; 1 form; $4,500 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
This permits firms to conduct test 

marketing of foods which deviate from 
standards of identify, in order to 
measure consumer acceptance. 
Consumer acceptance data are needed 
by firms as a basis for petitioning to 
amend food standards of identity under 
section 401 of the Federal, Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act.
• Food and Drug Administration 
Reporting and Recordkeeping

Requirements Applicable to the 
Exemptions From Antibiotic 
Certification and Labeling Program 

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Antibiotic drug manufacturers 
SIC: 283
Small businesses or organizations 
Consumer and occupational health and 

safety: 330 responses; 429 hours; $0 
Federal cost; 5 forms; $4,290 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
Sets forth the conditions under which 

antibiotic drugs can be permitted by 
FDA to be shipped in interstate 
Commerce without batch certification as 
required by section 507 of the act. The 
reporting requirements of this regulation 
enable FDA to monitor which drugs are 
being shipped without certification.
• Food and Drug Administration 
Recordkeeping Requirements for

Exemption From FDA Approval for 
New Drugs Used in Nonhuman 
Research 

On Occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Drug manufacturers and repackers 
SIC: 283
Small businesses or organizations 
Consumer and occupational health and 

safety: 120 responses; 12,000 hours; 
$62,000 Federal cost; 1 form; $120,000 
public cost; not applicable under 3500
(h )

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
This allows FDA to exempt from 

approval those drugs shipped interstate 
for use in nonhuman laboratory 
research. To enable FDA to monitor and 
enforce this exemption, manufacturers 
are required to keep records of where 
such drugs are shipped.
• Food and Drug Administration 
Reporting Requirements Applicable to

Shipment of Hepatitis Reactive 
Products 

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Blood banks, blood donor collection 

centers

SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Consumer and occupational health and 

safety: 340 responses; 170 hours; 
$35,000 Federal cost; 1 form; $1,700 
public cost; not applicable under 3504
(h)

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
This regulation requires the reporting 

of specific information on each shipment 
of hepatitis positive blood, plasma of 
serum when shipped for further 
manufacture. This information is 
necessary to exercise regulatory control 
over this potentially infectious product.
• Food and Drug Administration 
Reporting Requirements Applicable to

the Mfg. of Normal Serum Albumin, 
Plasma Protein Fraction and Blood 
Grouping Serum 

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Manufacturers of blood grouping serum 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Consumer and occupational health and 

safety: 3,575 responses; 28,600 hours;
1 $35,000 Federal cost; 3 forms; $286,000 
public cost; not applicable under 3504 
(h)

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
The above régulation requires the 

reporting of specific information on each 
lot of the subject product for specific 
testing and evaluation of the product by 
the bureau of biologies and subsequent 
official release (approval) of the product 
for distribution.
• Food and Drug Administration 
Reclassification Petitions for Medical

Devices on occasion 
Businesses or other institutions 
Medical device manufacturers 
SIC: 384
Small businesses or organizations 
Consumer and occupational health and 

safety: 15 responses; 2,040 hours; 
$42,000 Federal cost; 1 form; $20,400 
public cost; not applicable under 3504
(h)

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
All medical devices are classified into 

one of three regulatory classes. Title 21 
CFR 860 provides procedures for 
manufacturers and other interested 
parties to submit petitions seeking the 
reclassification of a particular device.
• Food and Drug Administration 
GMPS for Finished Pharmaceuticals,

Medicated Feeds and Medicated 
Premixes 

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Drug manufacturers 
ÇIC: 283
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Small businesses or organizations 
Consumer and occupational health and 

safety: 17,119 responses; 1,016,697 
hours; $25,0Q0 Federal cost; 3 forms; 
$10,166,970 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
These records are kept by ' 

manufacturers in order to assure FDA 
that they are manufacturing finished 
pharmaceuticals, medicated feeds and 
medicated premixes in accordance with 
good manufacturing processes.
• Food and Drug Administration 
Reporting and Recording Requirements

Imposed by Methadone Regulations 
2632 2633 2634 

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Methadone clinics 
SIC: 805 806
Small businesses or organizations 
Consumer and occupational health and 

safety: 940 responses; 2,217 hours; 
$2,500 Federal cost; 1 form; $22,170 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
This provides a means for 

practitioners to request approval for use 
of methadone in a treatment program for 
narcotic addicts and indicates to him the 
minimal requirements which he must 
perform while participating in the 
program.

E xten sion s (Burden Change)
• National Institutes of Health
Study of Morbidity of Childhood Cancer 

Survivors and Their Offspring 
Nonrecurring 
Individuals or households 
Childhood cancer survivors and their 

siblings health: 2,590 responses; 1,942 
hours; $1,090,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$19,420 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
This study is investigating the effects 

of cancer and its treatment on survivors 
of childhood cancer and their offspring. 
The major issues to be addressed are (1) 
the degree of infertility caused by 
cancer and its treatment, (2) increases if 
any in birth defects and/or benign or 
malignant neoplasms among offspring of 
surviving cancer patients, (3) excessive 
subsequent neoplasms or other major 
illness among survivors and, (4) altered 
quality of life.

R einstatem ents
• Departmental Management 
DHHS Project-by-Project Research

Awards Cost-Sharing Agreement 
Form 490, OS-20-81 
On occasion

State or local governments/businesses 
or other institutions

Private nonprofit organizations applying 
for HHS grants 

SIC: Multiple
Public assistance and other income 

supplements: 5,000 responses; 2,500 
hours; $5,200 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$25,000 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
HHS appropriation acts require 

research grantees to share in the costs 
of projects. Applicants which do not 
have an institutional agreement with 
HHS submit form 490 to serve as the 
basis for negotiating a cost-sharing 
percentage for each project.
• Human Development Services 
Mid-Year Head Start Program

Information Report 
Annually
Businesses or other institutions 
Head start programs 
SIC: 835
Education, training, employment, and 

social services: 1,950 responses; 4,875 
hours; $125,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$48,750 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Gwendolyn Pla, 202-395-6880
The mid-year PIR provides 

information on program performance for 
ACYF management needs and data on 
the comprehensive services which head 
start is mandated by law to provide. The 
mid-year PIR serves as a principal 
information source for an important 
ACYF management initiative the head 
start performance indicators, which is 
tracked by the Secretary as part of his 
operations management system.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT

Agency Clearance Officer—Robert G. 
Masarsky—202-755-5184

Reinstatem ents
• Housing Programs 
Requisition for funds 
HUD-5402
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Public & Indian housing agencies 
SIC: 953
Public assistance and other income 

supplements: 5,100 responses; 7,600 
hours; $112,762 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Federal Education Data Acquisition 
Council, 202-426-5030
This report provides a mechanism for 

a public or Indian housing agency on a 
contract with HUD to requisition funds 
as needed for their use in developing or 
operating their agency. The information

is used by HUD to verify that a valid 
contract exists and that the projects) 
requesting funds is approved for 
financing under that contract.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Agency Clearance Officer—Vivian A. 
Keado—202-343-6191

N ew
• Bureau of Land Management 
Grazing Administration—43 CFR Part

4100,4120-6 
Nonrecurring
Individuals or households/farms 
Ranchers permitted to graze livestock on 

the public lands 
SIC: 021
Conservation and land management: 600 

responses; 102 hours; $36,000 Federal 
cost; 1 form; $6,000 public cost; NPRM 
under 3504(h)

Robert Shelton, 202-395-7340
The grazing administration 

regulations provide for the management 
and use of public lands for livestock 
grazing purposes. They contain 
procedures for authorizing such use, 
related decisions, applicant 
qualifications, forage allocation, and 
range improvements. The cooperative 
agreement includes the standards, 
design, construction, and maintenance 
criteria, and cost sharing arrangment 
between the U.S. and a permittee or 
leasee to achieve rangeland 
management objectives.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Agency Clearance Officer—Paul E. 
Larson—202-523-6331

N ew
• Employment and Training 

Administration
SESA Accounting Manual—ET 

Handbook No. 362, ET No. 362 
Monthly/ annually 
State or local governments 
State employment security agencies 
SIC: 944
Training and employment: 5,016 

responses; 591,706 hours; $138,000 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Laverne V. Collins, 202-395-6880
The SESA accounting system is used 

to account for funds provided to SESAs 
by ETA to operate employment, 
unemployment, and training programs. 
Data are used in: appropriation 
adcounting, budget formulation and 
execution, and financial management 
monitoring and evaluation.
• Employment and Training 

Administration
Benefit Appeals
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MA 5-130 
Monthly
State or local governments 
State employment security agencies 
SIC: 944
Training and employment: 636 

responses; 2,544 hours; $45,400 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Laveme V. Collins, 202-395-;-6880
Used to evaluate appeals promptness, 

evaluate appeals function, develop 
plans for remedial action, budgeting and 
workload.
• Employment and Training 

Administration
Overpayments and willful 

misrepresentation 
ETA 227 
Semiannually 
State or local •governments 
State employment security agencies 
SIC: 944
Training and employment: 106 

responses; 6,360 hours; $900 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Laveme V. Collins, 202-395-6880
Federal law and standards require 

States to have adequate programs to 
prevent, detect and recover 
overpayments that result from willful 
misrepresentation and other reasons. 
This report provides data on the levels 
of fraud and nonfraud overpayment 
activity as well as recoveries of 
overpayments and prosecutions for 
fraud. Data are used to analyze program 
trends, plan program emphasis, 
determine technical assistance needed 
and for budget preparation and 
planning.
• Employment and Training 

Administration
Certification of UI Contingency 

Entitlements for the Quarter 
ETA 2104 
Quarterly
State or local governments
State employment security agencies
SIC: 944
Training and employment: 212 

responses; 848 hours; $11,024 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Laveme V. Collins, 202-395-6880.
Used to certify States actual 

contingency staff years and dollar 
entitlements for processing UI workload 
above the base.
• Employment Standards 

Administration
Labor Standards on Projects or 

Productions Assisted by Grants from 
National Endowment for the Arts (29 
CFR 505)

ESA-WH-505 
On occasion
State or local governments/businesses 

or other institutions 
Professional performers 
SIC: 781,792
Small businesses or organizations 
Other labor services: 4,500 responses; 75 

hours; $3,874 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Laveme V. Collins, 202-395-6880.
Outlines labpr standards on projects 

or productions assisted by grants issued 
pursuant to the National Foundation on 
the Arts and the Humanities Act 
(NFAHA). Recipient to sign and retain 
copy of assurance form ESA-38 
(formerly USDL form 1-297).

E xten sion s (Burden Change)
• Employment Standards 

Administration
Accident Data on Public School Bus 

Drivers 
WH-374 
Annually
State or local governments 
State education agencies 
SIC: 999
Other labor services: 12 responses; 24 

hours; $570 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Federal Education Data Acquisition 
Council, 202-426-5030.
Title 29 CFR 570.52 declares the 

occupation of motor vehicle driver 
hazardous for 16 and 17 year-olds. Upon 
petition of several States ah exemption 
was provided for schoolbus drivers. The 
data provided annually on this report by 
the applying States are used to evaluate 
whether an exemption is warranted.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Agency Clearance Officer—John 
Windsor—202-426-1887.

N ew
• Coast Guard
Documentation of Vessels, 40 CFR Parts 

67 and 68—NPRM C G 1258,1261,1280, 
1322,1340,1356, 4593 

On occasion
State or local govemments/individuals 

or households/businesses or other in
stitutions

Owners & builders of yachts & comm.
ves. of 5 tons or more 

SIC: 373, 441, 442, 443, 444, 445 
Small businesses or organizations 
Water transportation: 240,350 responses; 

58,645 hours; $7,000,000 Federal cost; 7 
forms; $1,171,820 public cost; NPRM 
under 3504(h)

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
Information concerning citizenship of 

owner/applicant and build, tonnage and

marking of vessel is required in order to 
determine eligibility of vessel for 
documentation as well as eligibility to 
engage in a particular employment 
under 46 USC 65 A-W . The Coast Guard 
is required to record bills of sale and 
data pertaining to mortgages under 46 
USC 911 et. seq.
• Research and Speical Programs 

Administration
Ram Training Program 
Other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Highway motor carriers drivers 
SIC: 999
Other transportation: 3,000 responses;

1,500 hours; $0 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
Needed to ensure the safe handling of 

“large quantity” shipments of RAM and 
as a precautionary measure that truck 
drivers would not have to become 
regulations specialists to comply with 
the training objections.
• Research and Speical Programs 

Administration
New Explosives Approval and 

Notification 
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
Manufacturers of explosives and 

explosive devices 
SIC: 289
Small businesses or organizations 
Other transportation: 600 responses; 150 

hours; $3,000 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
To verify hazard classification of new 

explosives and new explosive devices 
so as to prevent use of a packaging 
which would fail to maintain the level of 
safety set forth in the regulations.
• Research and Special Programs 

Administration
RAM Shipment Routing 
Other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Shippers of RAM 
SIC: 421 281 369 344
Other transportation: 600 responses; 200 

hours; $75,000 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
Needed by MTB so that the 

information can be consolidated to 
develop a data base of shipment 
patterns. The information can then be 
made available to State/local 
emergency response planners.
• Research and Special Programs 

Administration
RAM Shipments Routing Recordkeeping 
Other—see SF83
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Businesses or other institutions 
Motor carriers of radioactive materials 
SIC: 421
Other transportation: 600 responses; 600 

hours; $0 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
Needed by MTB to compile detailed 

motor carrier data route for use by 
States and local jurisdictions concerning 
specific inquiries regarding any of the 
reportable information. In addition, the 
“Route Plan” will be an enforcement 
instrument used by safety investigators 
during “Road Checks.”
• Research and Special Programs 

Administration
Drum ID Registration Requirements 
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
Drum manufacturers 
SIC: 341
Other transportation: 50 responses; 25 

hours; $625 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
The MTB needs this information so as 

to be able to identify manufacturers of 
drums which do not comply with the 
Department’s specifications.

Reinstatem ents
• Federal Aviation Administration 
Certification: Pilots and Flight

Instructors—FAR 61 
FAA 8410-2, FAA 8710-1 
On occasion
Individuals or households 
Individuals, pilots, and ground & flight 

instructors
Air transportation: 1,005,000 responses; 

279,400 hours; $590,000 Federal cost; 1 
forms; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, section 

602 (49 USC 1422) authorizes issuance of 
airman certificates. 14 CFR 61 prescribes 
requirements for airman certification. 
Information collected is used to 
determine compliance and applicant 
eligibility.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Agency Clearance Officer—Ms. Joy 
Tucker—202-634-5394

N ew
• Internal Revenue Service 
Gift Tax Return Perfection Letter 
A TSC6
Nonrecurring 
Individuals or households 
Individual taxpayers 
Central fiscal operations: 1,500 

responses; 1,500 hours; $9,471 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
This letter is used to request 

supporting information from taxpayers 
whose gift tax returns are being 
examined. The information is used to 
ensure that the correct amount of gift 
tax has been paid.
• Internal Revenue Service 
Additional Information Needed

Regarding Loose Form W -2 and W -3 
F 1902 
On occasion
Individuals or households/State or local 

governments/farms/businesses or 
other institutions

Individual, State Gov’t, farms and mise.
business 

SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 1,000 

responses; 500 hours; $192 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
This form is needed when loose forms 

W -2 and/or W -3 are received without 
adequate information to identify where 
forms are to be applied.
• Internal Revenue Service 
Certification/election letter-WPT 
SWR E-2486
Nonrecurring
Farms/businesses or other institutions 
Taxpayers who file Form 6458 
SIC: Multiple
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 1,500 

responses; 1,500 hours; $1,500 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
The law imposes a tax under the 

Windfall Profits Tax Act. The taxpayer 
may be able to obtain exemption by 
filing a claim form 6458 and showing the 
required qualifications. We need to 
obtain this data to determine if the 
taxpayers qualify for exemption from 
the tax.
• Internal Revenue Service
1RS Order Blank Distributed to Vita & 

TCE Coordinators for Ordering Their 
Training Material.

Ser form 2333 VT (rev)
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Tax counseling for the elderly 

coordinators 
SIC: 869, 864
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 1,000 

responses; 250 hours; $2^187 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Federal Education Data Acquisition 
Council, 202-426-5030

This order blank is used to request 
training material for Vita and TCE 
classes conducted by the IRS or the 
American Association for retired 
persons (AARP). The orders are 
submitted to the IRS for filling. A 
standardized order blank simplifies the 
ordering process for the Vita & TCE 
coordinators and IRS.
• Internal Revenue Service
IRS Section 6110 Estimate of Cost Form 
LTR 1578 
On occasion
Individuals or households/farms/ 

businesses or other institutions 
Persons requesting copies of background 

file documents 
SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 600 responses; 

150 hours; $600 Federal cost; 1 form; 
npt applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form informs requester of estimated 

cost to process and provide copies of 
background file documents relating to 
written determinations. Service uses 
requester’s payment agreement to 
determine what background file 
documents requester desires and for 
which requester agrees to pay.
• Bureau of Government Financial 

Operations
Record OC Collection, Electronic Funds 

Transfer, Federal Recurring 
Payments—Request for Debit, EFT, 
Federal Recurring Payments 

IFS-133, TFS-135 
Other—See SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Financial organizations 
SIC: 602, 603, 612, 614 
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 205,786 

responses; 51,447 hours; $781,077 
Federal cost; 2 forms; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
A program agency authorized 

Treasury to recover payments that have 
been issued after the death of the 
beneficiary. TFS Form 133 is used by 
Treasury to notify the financial 
organization (F.O.) of the F.O.’s 
accountability concerning the funds and 
or to request that a payment be 
refunded. When the F.O. does not 
respond to the TFS 133 as a request for 
refund, then Treasury prepares TFS 135 
and sends it to the Federal Reserve bank 
which services the F.O. to request the 
FRB to
• Internal Revenue Service
Reply to taxpayer Re: Adjustment on 

Unreported Income 
1141C, 1151SC
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On occasion
Individuals or households 
Individual taxpayers 
Central fiscal operations: 62,770 

responses; 31,385 hours; $80,228 
Federal cost; 2 forms; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Letter 1151(C/SC) forms part of the 

I.R.S. compliance report. It is used to 
advise a taxpayer that I.R.S. has used 
the explanation provided with respect to 
unreported income, to refigure and 
adjust the taxpayer’s tax in accordance 
with 26 U.S.C. 6011.

Extensions (Burden Change)
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Application for Certificate of Exempting 

from Label Approval-Under the FAA 
Act

ATF F 1648 (5100.26)
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Alcoholic beverage industry members 
SIC: 208, 518
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,800 

responses; 900 hours; $733 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-43880
Under the Federal Alcohol 

Administration Act, businesses which 
bottle and label distilled spirits for 
distribution in Interstate Commerce are 
required to obtain label approvals. If the 
produce will travel only in intrastate, 
then they file for an exemption.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

* Firearms
Spec. Trans. Bond-DS for Wine 

Withdrawn for Trans, to MFB-Class 
Six -  '

ATF F 2736 (5110.12)
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Customs manufacturing bonded 

warehouses—class six 
SIC: 518
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,000 

responses; 1,000 hours; $185 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Bond secures payment of tax on 

distilled spirits or wine to shipped w/o 
payment of tax to a CBW in case of 
diversion for taxable uses or 
withdrawals. Describes the CBW, surety 
company, amount of bond and coverage, 
specific shipment of spirits or wine to be 
covered and condition that the CBW 
and surety company must adhere to and 
pay the U.S. Government.

• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms

Record of Small Cigars and Large and 
Small cigarettes 

ATF F 3066 (5210.10)
Other—See SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Cigarettes and cigar manufacturers 
SIC: 211, 212
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 300 

Responses; 500 hours; $170 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is necessary for tobacco 

products manufacturers whose 
commercial on a daily basis, this form 
describes the receipt, manufacture, and 
disposition of cigarettes and small cigars 
by a tobacco products manufacturer. 
Serves as a basis for accounting for 
cigarettes and small cigars by ATF and 
the manufacturer.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Formula and Process for Wine 
ATF F 698 (Supplement (51g0.29))
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions
Wineries
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,664 

responses; 1,600 hours; $716 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 3504
(h )

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
The Federal Alcohol Administration 

Act prescribes standards of identity for 
wines and processes which wineries 
may employ in the production of wine. 
To ensure that the formulas and the 
process is in accordance with law, 
wineries complete this form and our 
headquarters office approves or 
disapproves the wineries proposed 
formulation and process. This helps 
assure compliance with the law.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP finished Products—Dump for 

Reprocessing or to Production for 
Redistillation 

ATF Rec 5110 /7 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

24,960 responses; 2,496 hours; $87 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Provides a record of tracing through 

process, shows amounts of finished

products reprocessed or redistilled, total 
production record compared to distilling 
material does not include this account. 
Accounting tool, audit trail, protection of 
the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Formula for Article Made With 

Specially Denatured Alcohol and 
Rum.

ATF F1479-A  (5150.19)
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Persons manufacturing products using 

denatured alcohol 
SIC: 284
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 13, 

195 responses; 11,876 hours; $2,126 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Persons using specially denatured 

alcohol in the manufacture of a product 
are required to submit this form. The 
form requests information regarding 
formulation of the product, copies of 
labels to be used, and submission of a 
sample. This information is used to 
ensure authorized use of the alcohol and 
consumer safety purposes.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Receipt, Use & Disposition of 

Liquor Bottles 
ATF Rec 5110 /l 
On occasion other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

24.960 responses; 2,496 hours; $312 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Bottles inventories are used as trace 

records of total bottling accomplished, 
primary system in verifying tax liability. 
Accounting tool, audit trail, protection of 
the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and

Firearms ,
DSP Strip Stamp and Alternative 

Devices Receipts, Used, Disposition, & 
Inventories 

ATF Rec 5110/2 
Other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

24.960 responses; 2,496 hours; $878 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)
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Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Part of overall record to determine no 

spirits are diverted, so many stamps on 
so many bottles established a number of 
gallons to be compared against total 
produced. Accounting tool, audit trail, 
protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Withdrawals for Testing, Research, 

Development, Lab Analysis—Free of 
or Without Payment of Tax 

ATF Rec 5110/3 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 6,942 

responses; 694 hours; $237 Federal 
cost; 1 foi^n; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Moritie, 202-395-6880
Record to show amounts withdrawn 

that no tax liability will be incurred. 
Accounting tool, audit trail, protection of 
the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Denaturation—Recovered 

Denatured Spirits & Articles Received, 
Restored, and/or Redenatured 

ATF Rec 5110/4 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 639 

responses; 319 hours; $115 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Provides a recovered of spirits 

entered, processed, and total amounts 
so processed. Accounting tool, audit 
trail, protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Manufacture of Substances, Articles, 

Material Received, Spirits & 
Substances, Produced, & Disposition 
(DSP)

ATF Rec 5110/5 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 5,440 

responses; 544 hours; $229 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
A record of substance produced in the 

system, such as fuel oil, used as a base

in perfume, to whom sold or transferred. 
Accounting tool, audit trail, protection of 
the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Finished Products—Voluntary 

Destructions, Breakage 
ATF Rec 5110/6 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,152 

responses; 576 hours; $76 Federal cost; 
1 form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Records amounts to amend total tax 

liability, provides a record of 
dispositions in lieu of being removed. 
Accounting tool, audit trail, protection of 
the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP—Production—Removals of 

Fermenting & Nonalcoholic Materials 
ATF Rec 5110/21 
On occasion/other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

32,096 responses; 3,210 hours; $224 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Federal Education Data Acquisition 
Council, 202-426-5030
Provides record of removals of 

material before distillation such as 
mash, which can be easily converted to 
alcohol after fermenting, balances total 
production figure when materials are 
subtracted from the records. Accounting 
tool, audit trail, protection of the 
revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP (Storage) Records of Returns 

Transfers, and Final Disposition of 
Spirits & Wines 

ATP Rec 5110/17 
On occasion/other-see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

85,344 responses; 8,534 hours; $229 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-397-6880
Provides a record of returns of which 

tax has been paid, segregated to ensure 
tax is not determined again, transfers in 
are usually placed in bonded storage &

disposition of alcohol, used to make 
conforming entries on inventory, 
determines total inventory at a given 
time. Accounting tool, audit trail and 
protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP (Storage) Additions of Oak Chips 

and Caramel 
ATF Rec 5110/16 
On occasion/other-see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,120 

responses, 224 hours; $122 Federal 
cost, 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool. Provides a record of 

additions which quick-age and color the 
spirits by other than storage in charred 
oak, ensures class and type is not 
altered by such additions. Protection of 
the revenue.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Request for Re-Issue of U.S. Bonds/

Notes in Name of Trustee of Personal 
Trust Estate 

PD 1851 
On occasion
Individuals or households/State or local 

govemments/farms/businesses or 
other institutions

Entire public affected, all descriptions 
apply 

SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 600 responses; 

90 hours; $96 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Request for reissue for savings bonds 

in the name of a personal trust estate. 
Form is used to establish a trust by 
natural persons in their own right for the 
benefit of themselves. Signatures of 
owners must be properly certified.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Application for relief on Account of

Loss, Theft, Destruction, Mutilation or 
Non-Receipt of United States Savings 
and Retirement Securities 

PD 1048 
On occasion
Individuals and households of every 

description
Central fiscal operations: 45,500 

responses; 18,200 hours; $10,558 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Needed to grant relief for a lost, stolen 

or destroyed security. Used to obtain
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authority to issue a substitute security 
or a treasury check in lieu thereof.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Certificate of Entitlement 
PD 2458
On occasion
Individuals or households/State or local 

governments/farms/businesses or 
other institutions 

Entire public is affected—all 
descriptions apply 

SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 550 responses; 

90 hours; $96 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Certification of entitlement form is 

used to establish who is'entitled to 
savings bonds and checks issued in 
payment of such bonds in an amount not 
exceeding $1,000, which belonged to a 
decedent whose estate was 
administered in court and settled 
without effecting disposition of bonds 
checks.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Claims Application (Registered)
PD 1025
On occasion
Individuals or households/State or local 

governments/farms/businesses or 
other institutions

Entire public affected—all descriptions 
apply 

SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 325 responses; 

300 hours; $190 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Application for relief for lost, stolen 

and destroyed US Government and 
agency securities
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Wholesale Dealers Applications 

Letterheads and Notices Relating to 
Operations 

ATF Rec 5170/6 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Wholesale dealers in alcoholic 

beverages 
SIC: 518
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 

10,290 responses; 5,145 hours; $165 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
To ascertain that the revenue is not 

placed in jeopardy and protection of the 
revenue, such as alternate record 
formats.v
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms

Form Letter: Request For Arrest Record 
Check

AFT F 5020.21 
On occasion
State or local governments 
State & local gov’ts other Federal 

agencies 
SIC: 922,965
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,500 

responses; 1,500 hours; $185 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used by ATF to check on 

applicants or individuals connected with 
an application for a Federal license or 
permit. Asks for a response to whether 
individual or applicant has been 
arrested or convicted with any charge 
for violation of State or Federal law 
(other than traffic violations that are not 
felonies). Provides evidence as to 
whether license or permit should be 
issued.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Transfer of Spirits, Denatured Spirits 

and Wine in Bond 
ATF F 5110.27 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants, bonded wine 

cellars
SIC: 208, 518, 286
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

20.000 responses; 10,000 hours; $12,150 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used to establish and report 

persons involved in the transfer of 
spirits, denatured spirits or wines in 
bond. Identifies the shipping and 
receiving persons, type and quantity of 
spirits and certification of receipt and 
shipment by persons involved. Used by 
ATF to audit distilled spirits plants and 
bonded wine cellars and establish tax 
liabilities.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Tank Record of Spirits in Storage 
ATF F 5110.29 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208, 286
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activ ities

50.000 responses; 25,000 hours; $3,300 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is necessary to show movement 

of spirits and wines into and out of

storage tanks on the premises of a 
distilled spirits plant. Describes tank, 
plant, spirits, or wine, quantities 
involved, and related transaction form 
showing the entry or disposition of the 
tank’s contents. Form is audited by ATF 
for tax and consumer protection 
purposes.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Gauge Report or Record 
ATF F 5110.26 
On occasion
Individuals or households 
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants and wineries 
SIC: 208, 286
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

25,000 responses; 25,000 hours; $11,050 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form records the packaging or 

movement of spirits in packages on 
distilled spirits plants or boned wine 
cellars. Identifies the DSP or BWC and 
the type and quantity of spirits involved 
in a particular operation and the 
packages identification numbers. Used 
by ATF audit the unbtaxpaid spirits on a 
DSP or EWC.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Inventory—Manufacturer of Cigarette 

Paper and Tubes 
ATF F 2132 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Manufacturers of cigarette papers and 

tubes 
SIC: 202
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 10 

responses; 10 hours; $105 Federal cost; 
1 form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
At the time of commencing business 

and at other times, the bureau 
prescribes manufacturers of cigarette 
paper and tubes are required to 
inventory these products. This form is 
used to record the results of that 
inventory. It is used to record the results 
of the inventory and is filed with the 
bureau.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Tax Paid Spirits Returned to Bonded 

Premises 
ATF F 5110.17 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208, 286, 518
Small businesses or organizations
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Federal law enforcement activities: 5,000 
responses; 2,500 hours; $3,480 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form used to determine spirits that 

are returned to bonded premises of a 
distilled spirits plant and as supporting 
data for a claim to be filed for refund or 
credit taxes on such spirits. Identifies 
distilled spirits plant, type and amount 
of spirits and reason for returning the 
spirits to bond. Used by ATF to vertify 
the accuracy of the claim for taxes.
• Internal Revenue Service 
Application for Employer Indentification

Number 
SS-4, SS-4PR 
Nonrecurring
Individuals or households/State or local 

governments/farms 
Businesses or other institutions 
Taxpayers required to have employer 

I.D. numbers 
SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central Fiscal Operations: 1,536,000 

responses; 869,376 hours; $2,299,860 
Federal cost; 2 forms; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Taxpayers required to have an 

employer identification number for use 
on any return, statement, or other 
document must prepare and file form 
SS-4 or form SS-4PR (Puerto Rico only) 
to obtain a number. The information is 
used by IRS and SSA in tax 
administration and by the Bureau of the 
Census for Business Statistics.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Production—Record of Spirits Lost 

or Destroyed 
ATF Rec 5110/23 
On occasion, other-see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Federal law enforcement activities: 3,400 

responses; 1,700 hours; $198 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool, audit trail. Provides a 

record to verify removals from 
production; these record totals are 
subtracted from total removals to other 
phases, thus balancing book figure of 
production vs. dispositions. Protection of 
the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Alcohol Fuel Plants—Inventory 
ATF Rec 5110/40 
On occasion

Businesses or other institutions 
Alcohol fuel plants 
SIC: 286
Federal law enforcement activities:

30,000 responses; 15,000 hours; $21 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Balances book and actual inventory; 

establishes amount of spirits on hand 
and maximum tax liability at that time.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Production—Records Receipt and 

Use of Spirits, Denatured Spirits, 
Articles, and Spirit Residue Received 
for Redistillation 

ATF Rec 5110/27 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208 Small businesses or 

organizations
Federal law enforcement activities: 816 

responses; 62 hours; $648 Federal cost; 
1 form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool, audit trail. Provides a 

record of all materials received for 
redistillation; entered into total 
production record. Protection of the 
revenue.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Tenders for Treasury Bills
PD 4632-1 PD 4632-2 PD 4632-3 
On occasion
Individuals or households/businesses or 

other institutions 
Entire public is affected 
SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 1,000,000 

responses; 1,000,000 hours; $207,239 
Federal cost; 3 forms; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Submit an offer to purchase U.S. 

Treasury bills, if tender is accepted per 
auction results, then other information is 
used to establish and maintain a book- 
entry account for Treasury bills.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Applications for Securities of the State

and Local Government series 
PD 4144 
On occasion
State or local governments 
All State and local governments 
SIC: All
Centrafefiscal operations: 3,200 

responses; 9,000 hours; $250 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Information is needed to establish and 

maintain book-entry accounts of

securities of the State and local 
government series. Specific data 
collected is used to record Treasury’s 
liability to State and local government 
entities, issue statements of account 
evidencing liability, pay interest when 
due, and redeem proceeds of maturing 
securities accounts.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Bottling—Records of Bottling and 

Packaging, Proof and Fill Checks 
ATF Rec 5110 31 
Other-See SF83
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small Businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 

99,840 responses; 24,960 hours; $343 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool, audit trail. Totals on 

which tax is determined established in 
these records, proof fill ensure labeled 
amounts are correct. Protection of the 
revenue and consumer protection.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Alcohol Fuel Plants—Applications, 

Letterheads, and Notices Relative to 
Operations 

ATF Rec 5110/44 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Alcohol fuel plants 
SIC: 286
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 7,500 

responses; 7,500 hours; $96 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Proprietor must notify RRA of his 

intent to move or destroy spirits, 
provides records of movement of spirits, 
ascertain revenue is not placed in 
jeopardy.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Alcohol Fuel Plants—Fuel Alcohol 

Produced, Used and Other 
Dispositions 

ATF Rec 5110/44 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Alcohol fuel plants 
SIC: 286
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

700,000 responses; 116,667 hours; $86 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
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Provides an audit trace through the 
system; verifies uses and removals; 
related to book inventory. Protection of 
the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Alcohol Fuel Plants—Record of Spirits 

on Hand and Received 
ATF Rec 5110/42 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Alcohol fuel plants 
SIC: 286
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

700.000 responses; 58,334-hours; $101 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Provides a book inventory total of 

gallons on premises; establishes tax 
liability, protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Alcohol Fuel Plants-—Record of Gauges, 

REC Receipts, Additions of Materials 
to Render Unfit 

ATF Rec 5110/39 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Alcohol fuel plants 
SIC: 286
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

600.000 responses; 300,000 hours; $115 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Establishes amounts on hand at any 

given time, verify enough additives are 
present to render amount disposed of 
unfit, protection of revenue.
• Bureau of the Public Pebt 
Request for Change in Status of Book-

Entry Treasury Bill Accounts 
PD 4633, PD 4633-1, PD 4633-2 
On occasion
Individuals or households/businesses or 

other institutions 
Entire public affected 
SIC: All /.
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 750,000 

responses; 76,420 hours; $236,084 
Federal cost; 3 forms; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used by depositors who have 

established a book-entry account to 
request a change to that account.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Storages Summary Account 
ATF F 5110.37 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions

Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208, 286
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

32,032 responses; 40,040 hours; $750 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is necessary to determine the 

movement of spirits into and out of the 
storage account of a distilled spirits 
plant. Describes by class and type of 
spirits the container sizes, the amount of 
proof gallons, the related transaction 
forms showing entry and removals and 
at certain times a balancing for the on- 
hand amount of the spirit.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Notice of Change in Plant Status 
AFT F 5110.34 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 286, 518
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,000 

responses; 1,000 hours; $1,990 Federal 
. cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Notice is necessary to show the use of 

distilled spirits plant premises for other 
activities or by alternating proprietors. 
Describes proprietors, use of plant 
premises and other information to show 
that the change in plant status is in 
conformance with law and regulations. 
Shows also what covers the activities of 
the DSP at a given time.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Application for U.S. Savings Bonds

Series HH 
PD 4883 
Nonrecurring
Individuals or households/State or local 

governments/farms/businesses or 
other institutions 

Entire public affected 
SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 550 responses; 

100 hours; $27,967 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Purchase application for series HH 

bonds. Serves as an issue record for the 
issuing agent.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Exchange of Appreciation Type Savings

Securities for Current Income Savings 
Securities 

PD 3253 
On occasion
Individuals or households 
Individuals and households

Central fiscal operations: 47,000 
responses; 35,955 hours; $7,721 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Needed to facilitate the exchange 

transaction. Used to document 
disposition of the proceeds of the 
appreciation-type securities and to serve 
in lieu of a current income security 
purchase application.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Marketable redemption 
PD 3905
On occasion
Individuals or households/State or local 

govemments/farms/businesses or 
other institutions 

Entire public is affected 
SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 28,500 

responses; 4,475 hours; $197 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Request for securities transaction 

specifying redemption or exchange of 
securities and furnishing delivery 
instructions for redemption checks.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Bottling—Samples Transferred or 

Withdrawn, Voluntary Destructions, 
Breakage 

ATF Rec 5110/8 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
Sic: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 6,624 

responses; 662 hours; $265 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool, audit tool. Provides 

records for altering tax liability before 
tax has been incurred or paid. Protection 
of the Revenue.

E xten sion s (No Change)
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Record of Chemicals 
ATF Rec 5120/4 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bonded winery 
Sic: 208
Small businesses or organizations - 
Federal law enforcement activities: 3,600 

responses; 900 hours; $65 Federal cost; 
1 form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
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Records of chemicals other than acids 
used in treatment, receipt, kind, quantity 
and use; used to determine all chemicals 
are FDA approved and within 
limitations.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Record of Sweetening—Wine 
ATF Rec 5120/10 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bonded winery 
Sic: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 4,000 

responses; 334 hours; $92 Federal cost; 
1 form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Records of sugar added to natural 

wine including quantity; used to ensure 
class and type is not altered and 
protects the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Form Letter Personnel Inquiry Re: 

Applicant for Federal Permit 
ATF F 5020.20 
On occasion
Individuals or households 
Person listed as reference for person 

applying for Fed. prmt 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,500 

responses; 1,500 hours; $888 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used to check references 

given by an applicant or an individual 
connected with application for a Federal 
license or permit. Asks the reference to 
give information (length of association, 
character, integrity, business 
responsibility and general réputation for 
conforming with laws and regulations) 
about the individual. Provides evidence 
as to whether license or permit should 
be issued.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Signing Authority for Corporate 

Officials 
ATF 5100.1 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Corps, conducting operations falling 

under ATF regulations 
Sic: 208, 211, 212, 518 
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 1,000 

responses; 250 hours; $264 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used in lieu of regulatory 

requirement of submitting corporate 
documents or minutes of a meeting of

the board of directors to authorize an 
individual or position power to sign for 
the corporation on matters dealing with 
ATF. Identifies the corporation, the 
individual or corporate position getting 
power to sign, and the documents of 
meeting authorizing the power.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Application for Enrollment to Practice 

Before BATF 
ATF F 5000.12 
On occasion
Individuals of households 
Persons wishing to represent indivs. 

before ATF
Federal law enforcement activities: 50 

responses; 50 hours; $132 Federal cost; 
1 form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used to determine the 

eligibility of an individual to represent 
other persons before the Bureau of ATF. 
Describes the individual, criminal and 
past experience relating to enrollment, 
income tax information, and technical 
qualifications. Is used for original, 
renewal and change-in-enrollment 
applications to practice before the 
bureau.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Personnel questionnaire Alcohol and 

Tobacco Products 
ATF F 5000.9 
On occasion
Individuals or Households/Business or 

other institutions
Persons applying for an alcohol or 

Tobacco permit 
SIC: 208,211,212, 518 
Federal law enforcement activities: 5,000 

responses; 10,000 hours; $1,135 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form determines whether an 

individual who is or in connection with 
a business applying for a permit order 26 
U.S.C. chapters 51 and 52 his 
qualification to engage in such permit 
activities. Identifies the individual, his 
residence business background, 
financial sources for business, and 
criminal record. If such person is not 
qualified, the permit may be denied or 
annulled.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Environmental Information 
ATF F 1740.1 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Applicant for an alcohol or tobacco 

permit
SIC: 208, 211, 212, 284
Small businesses or organizations

Federal law enforcement activities;
10.000 responses; 2,500 hours; $1,768 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
This form is necessary to implement 

regulations and guidelines authorized by 
the National Environmental Act of 1969. 
This form requires a license or permit 
applicant to state the location of 
existing or proposed activities 
connected with an ATF issued license of 
permit and the questions concerning 
land, water and air pollution of the 
activities. Form is not required for 
licensees or permittees that have limited 
impact on environment.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Supplemental Information on Water 

Quality Considerations Under 33 USC 
134(a)

ATF F 1740.2 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Applicants m alcohol or tobacco permit 
SIC: 208, 211, 212, 284 
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

10.000 responses; 2,500 hours; $1,722 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
This form determines whether a 

certification from a state of multi-state 
authority is necessary for discharge into 
navigable waters of die U.S. The form 
requires a license or permit applicant to 
state the location of existing or 
proposed activities connected with an 
ATF issued license or permit and a 
description of the type, quantity, and 
point of discharge of any affluent into 
navigable water of the U.S. from the 
proposed activity.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Requisition for Stamps (26 U.S.C. 5205) 
ATF F 428 (5000.7)
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 3,700 

responses; 1,000 hours; $2,562 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
This form is used by permittees to 

order distilled spirits stamps for use on 
liquor packages. The stamps themselves 
are evidence of taxpayment of spirits 
and ATF controls their distribution.
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• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms

DSP Inventories of All Phases of 
Operations 

ATF REC 5110/15 
Quarterly, semiannually ___
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 534 

responses; 5,340 hours; $124 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880.
Accounting tool, audit trail, balances 

book and actual figures, differences in 
tax liability resolved. Protection of the 
revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Proprietors of Tax Paid Cases and 

Packages Filled; Annual Inventories 
Wine Bottling Houses 

ATF Rec 5120 /2 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Tax paid wine bottling houses 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 9,10Q 

responses; 2,275 hours; $237 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h) —

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Records of disposition of wine brought 

on premises that tax has been paid, 
inventory establishes full gallonage on 
premises, amount disposed of and 
compared to amounts brought on 
premises. Accounting tool, audit trail, 
protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of the Public Debt
Request by Fiduciary for Reissue of U.S.

Savings Bonds/Notes 
PD 1455 
On occasion
Individuals or households / State or 

local governments / farms /
Businesses or other institutions 
Entire public affected—all descriptions 

apply 
SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 600 responses; 

100 hours; $1,507 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Request by fiduciary for Reissue of 

Savings Bonds. Form is to be used by 
fiduciaries for requesting reissue of 
savings bonds for persons lawfully 
entitled to bonds by reason of 
termination of trusts, distributions of 
estates, attainment of majority, etc. form 
is to be supported by appropriate legal 
evidence and proper certification.

• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Request for Reissue of U.S. Savings

Bonds/Notes During the Lives of Both 
Co-Owners 

PD 1938 
On occasion
Individuals or households / State or 

local governments / farms / 
Businesses or other institutions 
Entire public affected—all descriptions 

apply 
SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 900 responses; 

150 hours; $3,960 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Federal Education Data Acquisition 
Council, 202-426-5030
Request for reissue of U.S. savings 

bonds during the lives of both co
owners. Owners must establish title to 
securities and obtain certifications of 
their signatures.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Request for Reissue of U.S. Savings

Bonds 
PD 3360 
On occasion
Individuals or households / State or 

local governments / farms / 
Businesses or other institutions 
Entire public affected—all descriptions 

apply 
SIC: All
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 600 responses; 

100 hours; $1,904 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Request for reissue of U.S. savings 

bonds in the name of a person or 
persons other than the owner. Owner 
must establish title to securities and 
obtain certification of his/her signature.
• Bureau of the Public Debt 
Application for Disposition 
PD 1946
On occasion
Individuals or households / State or 

local governments / farms / 
Businesses or other institutions 
Entire public affected—all descriptions 

apply 
SIC: AH
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations: 600 responses; 

100 hours; $1,246 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Application for disposition of savings 

bonds or related checks, not exceeding 
$1,000 owned by a decedent whose 
estate is being settled without 
administration. Savings bonds of a 
deceased owner may be paid or reissued 
to person(s) legally entitled if no 
representative of Hie decedent’s estate

has been named upon proper completion 
of this form.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Retail Liquor Dealers— Records of 

Disposition of Sales Exceeding 20 
Gallons (75.7 Liters)

ATF rec 5170 /4 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Retail dealers in liquor 
SIC: 592
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 200 

responses; 7 hours; $86 Federal cost; 1 
form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Establishes tax liability as a 

wholesaler and verifies such liquor will 
not be resold by person making the 
purchase. Protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Persons Claiming Drawback, Abatement 

or Refund—Supporting Documents 
ATF REC 5620/1 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Persons submitting claim for taxes 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

20,000 responses; 10,000 hours; $21 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
AH claims submitted must have 

documentation to support the amount 
claimed, protects the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Licensed Explosives Manufacturers and 

Manufacturers—Limited Daily 
Summaries, Records of Production, 
Storage and Disposition and 
Supporting Records 

ATF REC 5400/2 
Other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Manufacturers and manufacturers— 

limited of explosives 
SIC: 289
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 

204,100 responses; 51,025 flours; $159 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool, audit trail. Provides a 

daily record of all activities regarding 
explosives, to whom disposed of. 
Ascertain compliance with law.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
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Proprietors or Claimants, Exporting 
Liquors Under Part 252 

ATF REC 5900/1 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Any person claiming drawback of taxes 

on liquors 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 

23,200 responses: 7,733 hours; $41 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880 
Accounting tool, audit trail—support 

records establishes accuracy of entries 
on export forms. Protection of the 
revenue.
• Internal Revenue Service 
Consent to Adjustment of Basis of

Property Under Sections 1017 and 
1082(a)(2) of the Internal Revenue 
Code 

982
On occasion
Individuals or households/businesses or 

other institutions 
Individuals and corps.
SIC: all
Small businesses or organizations 
Central fiscal operations? 500 responses; 

500 hours; $5,381 Federal cost; 1 form; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form 982 is used by taxpayers who 

hold property and exclude from gross 
income any amount of income 
attributable to discharge (within the 
taxable year) of indebtedness for which 
it is liable or subject. Also used as a 
consent of a corporation to adjustment 
of basis of its property. The data is used 
to record any adjustment to the basis of 
the property.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Offer in Compromise of Liability 

Incurred Under the FAA Act as 
amended 

ATF 5640.2 
On occasion
Individuals or households/buskiesses or 

other institutions 
Alcohol related establishments 
SIC: 208, 518
Small businesses or organizations y 
Federal law enforcement activities: 150 

responses; 300 hours; $560 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used by a person to offer a 

compromise of liabilities under the FAA 
Act for violating that law. Form 
describes person, violations of law to be 
compromised, amount of compromise 
and governing conditions under which

ATF and person offering the 
compromise make and accept an offer.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Offer in Compromise of Liability 

Incurred Under Chapters 5152, 53, or 
78 of I.R.C.

ATF F 5640.1 
On occasion
Individuals or households/businesses or 

other institutions
Establishments regulated ATF under the 

IRS Code 
SIC: 208, 518, 581
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 150 

responses; 300 horn's; $560 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used by a person to offer a 

compromise of liabilities under Internal 
Revenue Code laws enforced by ATF. 
Describes person, violations of law to be 
compromised, amount of compromise 
and the governing conditions under 
which ATF and the person offering the 
compromise make and accept an offer.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Retail Liquor Dealers Record of Receipts 

of Alcoholic Beverages and 
Commercial Invoices 

ATF REC 5170/3 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Retail dealers in liquor {distilled spirits) 
SIC: 592
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 

48,378,616 responses; 1,209,465 hours; 
$86 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool, audit trail. Records 

show amounts purchased and from 
whom, completes final audit trail 
established at distilled spirits plant. 
Protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Catering Locations 
ATF F 4440 (5100.29)
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions
Caterers
SIC: 581
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 500 

responses; 250 hours; $615 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form is used to determine the amount 

of special tax liability of caterers who 
sell at a location other than their

principal place of business alcoholic 
beverages by the drink. Describes the 
caterer and his principal business office, 
and details of places where the caterer 
sold alcoholic beverages by the drink. 
Form is attached by the caterer with his 
payment and IRS form 11.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Importers Records of Receipt and 

Disposition of Distilled Spirits from 
Virgin Islands and Strip Stamp 
Accounting Records 

ATF REC 5170/5 
On occasion 
Other—See SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Importers of alcoholic beverages 
SIC: 518
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 

10,816 responses; 901 hours; $165 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool udit trail. Provides 

total amount imported, strip stamp 
record indicates total bottle count. 
Protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
DSP Production—Records Receipt, Use, 

Disposition of Fermenting/Distilling 
Material

ATF REC 5110/28 
On occasion 
Other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Distilled spirits plants 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 

14,820 responses; 2,964 horn's; $288 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Accounting tool, audit trail. Total 

amount received can be projected to 
total production use of and final 
disposition should equal out to total 
projected figure; used as a check to 
determine if spirits have been diverted. 
Protection of the revenue.
• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 

Firearms
Record of Bulk Still Wine 
ATF REC 5120/12 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bonded winery 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

37,500 responses; 9,375Tiours; $150 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)
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Irene Montie, 202-395-6880

Provides a record of transactions, 
including receipts and production, 
provides an inventory record, used as an 
accounting tool and to establish tax 
liability.

• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms

Use of Carbon Dioxide in Wine 
ATF REC 5120/19 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bonded winery 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 2,500 

responses; 125 hours; $120 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880

Record by batch of use COa—ensures 
C 02 does not exceed limit and thus 
change the tax class of the wine, 
protection of revenue.

• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms

Record of Effervescent Wine 
ATF REC 5120/13 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bonded winery 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities:

19,500 responses; 1,950 hours; $107 
Federal cost; 1,950 hours; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880

Record of production, receipt, storage, 
and losses, used to establish tax liability 
and quantity on hand, protects the 
revenue.

• Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms

Treatment of White Wine With 
Activated Carbon ATF REC 5120/20 

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bonded winery 
SIC: 208
Small businesses or organizations 
Federal law enforcement activities: 5,500 

responses; 275 hours; $333 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880

Allows such treatment, use is to 
determine that treatment does not alter 
class and type and thus change the tax 
class, protection of the revenue.

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Agency Clearance Officer—Clifford M. 
Rand—202-673-6042

E xten sion s (Burden Change)
• Air Taxi Operator and Commuter Air 

Carrier Registration and Amendments 
Under Part 298 of the Economic 
Regulations of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board

298-A
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Air taxi operators 
SIC: 452
Small businesses or organizations 
Air transportation: 2,000 responses;

1,000 hours; $6,000 Federal cost; 1 
form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
It assure compliance with the Board’s 

Liability insurance requirements.
• Certificate of Insurance, Air Taxi 

Operator Policies of Insurance for 
Aircraft Bodily Injury and Property 
Damage Liability

257
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Air taxi operators 
SIC: 452
Small businesses or organizations 
Air transportation: 7,400 responses;

3,700 hours; $26,725 Federal cost; 1 
form; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
To monitor the prescribed insurance 

requirements for the taxi operator in 
order to protect the public’s right to 
recover for losses incurred in accidents 
on which these carriers are involved.
• Report of Civil Aircraft Charters
• Performed by Foreign Air Carriers 

217
Quarterly
Businesses or other institutions 
Foreign air carriers 
SIC: 451
Air transportation: 588 responses; 4,704 

hours; $41,000 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Wayne Leiss, 202-395-7340
Alleviates the basic information 

deficiency in the Board concerning civil 
aircraft charters performed to or from 
the United States by foreign air carriers.

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COMMISSION

Agency Clearance Officer—Joseph G. 
Salazar—202-254-9735
N ew
• Futures Volume, Open Interest, Prices, 

Deliveries and Exchanges of Futures 
for Physicals

Monthly, annually

Other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions
• Commodity Futures Exchange 
SIC: 623
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 1 response; 605 hours; 
$217,000 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Data are used in conjunction with 

large trader data in market surveillance. 
Also used by the Commission and the 
public for a variety of reasons to guage 
the performance of individual markets.
• Hedging Exemptions 
Other—see SF83
Farms/businesses or other institutions, 

merchants, processors, manufacturers 
and feed dealers 

SIC: 515, 221, 204, 224 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 15 responses; 45 hours; 
$20,000 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Persons wishing to exempt their futures 

positions from speculative position 
limits in special cases must file a 
justification with the commission.

• Contract Markets Required to Set 
Speculative Position Limits

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Commodity exchanges 
SIC: 623
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 100 responses; 4,000 hours;, 
$160,000 Federal cost; 1 form; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Contract markets are required to set 

speculative limits to prevent 
extraordinarily large positions horn 
causing unwarranted price changes.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION

Agency Clearance Officer—Panos 
Konstas—202-389-4481

E xten sion s (Burden Change)
• Quarterly Report of Pledged Assets 
Quarterly
Businesses or other institutions 
Insured U.S. branches of foreign banks 
SIC: 602
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 112 

response; 112 hours; $500 Federal cost; 
1 form; $1,120 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
The report monitors whether the 

branch is keeping the amount and type 
of pledged assets required by statute 
and regulation.
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• Application For A Bank Charter and/ 
or Federal Deposit Insurance and/or 
Merger (Phantom)

6220/07A
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
FDIC insured banks 
SIC: 602
Small businesses or organizations 
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 63 

responses; 2,709 hours; $2,117 Federal 
cost; 1 form; $26,880 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
An insured bank that wishes to merge 

or consolidate with any other bank or 
institution or, either directly or 
indirectly, acquire the assets of, or 
assume liability to pay any deposits 
made in any other institution is required 
to apply to the responsible federal 
agency for approval. The responsible 
agency generally is determined by the 
type of resulting institution.
• Uniform Form For Registration as a 

Transfer Agent and for Amendment to 
Registration as a Transfer Agent

TA-1
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Insured banks, or subsidiaries thereof 
SIC: 602, 603
Small businesses or organizations 
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 121 

responses; 302 hours; $1,594 Federal 
cost; 1 form; $3,020 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
This form is used to register as a 

transfer agent, and to provide updating 
amendments to the registration form. 
These are required under section 17a(c) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
(15 U.S.C. 78Q41(c)). Part-341 of FDIC’ 
rules and regulations (12 C.F.R. 341) 
governs the applicability of the law to 
banks under FDIC’s jurisdiction.
• (A) Application for Municipal 

Securities Principal or Representative, 
(B) Termination Notice for Municipal 
Securities Principal or Representative

MSD-4 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions
Banks
SIC: 602
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 83 

responses; 83 hours; $291 Federal cost; 
2 forms: $830 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Form MSD-4 is filed by qualifying 

banks for employees who register as 
municipal securities principals or 
representatives in accordance with the 
rules of the MSRB and FDIC’s part 343. 
Form MSD-5 is filed to report

terminations of principals and 
representatives in a bank that has been 
registered as security dealers. FDIC uses 
forms to ensure compliance with 
professional requirements for securities 
dealers.
• Application for Consent to Effect a 

Merger or Other Transaction Pursuant 
to Section 18(c) of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Act

FDIC 6220/01 
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
FDIC insured banks 
SIC: 602, 603
Small businesses or organizations 
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 81 

responses; 5,994 hours; $2,722 Federal 
cost; 1 form; $59,940 pubic cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
An insured bank that wishes to merge 

or consolidate with any other bank or 
institution or, either directly or 
indirectly, to acquire the assets of or 
assume liability to pay any deposits 
made in any oilier institution is required 
to apply to the responsible Federal 
agency for made in any other institution 
is required to apply to the responsible 
Federal agency for approval. The 
responsible agency is generally 
determined by the type of resulting 
institution.
• Reports on Indebtedness of Executive 

Officers and Principal Shareholders to 
Correspondent Banks and to Own 
Bank

FFIEC 003, FFIEC 004 
Annually
Businesses or other institutions/ 

individuals or households 
FDIC insured banks *
SIC: 602, 603
Small businesses or organizations 
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance; 

46,740 responses; 224,352 hours;
$15,600 Federal cost; 2 forms;
$3,365,280 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Information collected herein shows 

borrowings by bank executive officers 
and principal shareholders from either 
their own bank or from correspondent 
banks. Data are reported to the FDIC in 
aggregate form and are available to the 
public.

Extensions (No Change)
• Financial Report for Prospective 

Directors and Officers of Existing or 
Proposed Banks

FDIC 6200/06 
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
Commercial banks

SIC: 602
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 816 

responses; 1,632 hours; $24,900 Federal 
cost; 1 form; $16,320 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Information is used by FDIC to 

evaluate prospective directors’ or 
officers’ experience and qualifications 
and financial condition in relation to 
FDIC insurance for existing or proposed 
banks.
• Application for Federal deposit 

insurance—mutual savings
Banks
84-M
Nonrecmring
Businesses or other institutions 
Mutual savings banks seeking FDIC 

insurance 
SIC: 603
Small businesses or organizations 
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 20 

responses; 260 hours; $3,000 Federal 
cost; 1 form; $3,900 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Application requests information 

covering the statutory factors which 
must be met in order that a mutual 
savings bank qualify for FDIC insurance.
• Report of Compliance with the Bank 

Protection Act
6140/03
Annually
Businesses or other institutions 
Insured State-chartered banks 
SIC: 602, 603
Small businesses or organizations 
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 

9,326 responses; 4,663 hours; $46,630 
Federal cost; 1 form; $10,000 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Information represents bank’s 

assessment of its compliance with FDIC 
part 326. Required by statute. Reviewed 
by examiners during examination of 
bank.

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD

Agency Clearance Officer—Frank J. 
Crowne—202-377-6025.

New
• Survey of due-on-sale clause 

inforcement
1260
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
FSLIC-insured savings and loan 

associations 
SIC: 612
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance: 500 

responses; 375 hours; $1,300 Federal
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cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
To provide a partial basis for a study 

of the economic effects of the 
prohibition of enforcement of due-on- 
sale clauses in mortagage contracts to 
be used in a brief to be filed by the U.S. 
Solicitor General in the Supreme Court. 

Extensions (no change).
• Semiannual Report (of Savings and 

Loan Associations) Special sections: 
G; supplemental data: H; deposits: I; 
income tax: J; securities: K; deposit 
rate and structure

FHLBB 777, 778,921,154 
895
Annually; semiannually 
Businesses or other institutions 
FSLIC-insured savings and loan 

associations 
SIC: 612
Mortgage credit and thrift insurance:

28,000 responses; 44,800 hours; 
$120,896 Federal cost; 4 forms; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Provides detail required to monitor 

association utilization (individually and 
in the aggregate) of regulatory and 
statutory authority to invest in various 
types of securities and mortgages and to 
offer various types of deposits and the 
need for changes in such authority. 
Provides basis for analyzing tax law 
changes and secondary market activity 
of associations. Also provides national 
aggregates used for analyzing financial 
and mortgage market activity.

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Agency Clearance Officer—Carolyn B. 
Doying—202-452-2983
New
• Report of International Banking 

Facility Accounts
FR 2072, 2076, 2076S 
Weekly, other—see SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
International banking fac. est. by U.S.

Depository Instit.
SIC: 602, 605
General government: 16,741 responses; 

28,814 hours; $221,208 Federal cost; 3 
forms; $576,280 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
These reports provide information 

needed by the Federal Reserve to 
monitor international banking facility 
activities. The data will have regulatory 
and analytical use and, among other 
things will be used in interpreting 
monetary aggregates and bank credit 
measures.

Extensions (burden change).

• Uniform Termination Notice for 
Municipal Securities

Principal municipal securities 
representative associated with bank 
municipal securities dealer 

FRM SD-5 
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
Banks/persons designated as mun.

securities principals -  
SIC: 602
General government: 98 responses; 25 

hours; $100 Federal cost; 1 form; $500 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Notice must be filed 30 days after 

person associated in a professional 
capacity with a bank municipal 
securities dealer terminates 
employment. Compliance vehicle for 
rules of municipal securities rulemaking 
board and related securities and 
banking laws. Source document for 
updating information on interagency 
computer system of records.
• Domestic Finance Company Report of 

Assets and Liabilities
FR 2248
Monthly; quarterly 
Businesses or other institutions 
Stratified sample of finance companies 
SIC: 614, 6i5
Unassigned: 1,440 responses; 3,840 „ 

hours; $46,072 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$57,600 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Information provided by this report is 

needed as part of the estimation of 
consumer and business credit, which is 
used in general financial anaylsis by the 
Federal Reserve for monetary policy 
purposes and by other analysts.
• Periodic Report on Status of 

Disposition of Certain Grandfathered 
Real Estate

Quarterly
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 48 responses; 480 

hours; $225,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$9,600 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Compliance requirement on bank 

holding company that is required to 
dispose of certain grandfathered real 
estate acquired between July 1,1968 and 
December 31,1970. Indicates progress 
made to date in meeting the amended 
statutory deadline of December 31,1982. 
Thereby assures timely disposal of 
impermissible assets.

Extensions (no change).

• Foreign Banking Organization 
Confidential Report of Operations

FR 2068 
Annually
Businesses or ether institutions 
Foreign banks 
SIC: 602, 671
General government: 130 responses;

2,600 hours; $31,200 Federal cost; 1 
form; $78,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
The report is filed annually by foreign 

banking organizations that participate in 
domestic money markets. The report 
requires disclosure of earnings, ensured 
and loan losses and of financial data on 
maternal foreign subsidiaries. The . 
information is used to assess the foreign 
organization’s ability to be a continuing 
source of strength to its U.S. banking 
operations.
• Application of National Bank To 

Cancel Federal Reserve Stock
FR86B
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions
Bank
SIC: 602
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 15 responses; 15 

hours; $2,000 Federal cost; 1 form; $300 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Irenè Montie, 202-395-6880
When a national bank converts to a 

nonmember, it uses this form to cancel - 
its Federal Reserve bank stock.
• Application To Cancel Federal 

Reserve Stock by Merging Bank
FR86A
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions
Bank
SIC: 802
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 25 responses; 25 

hours; $3,000 Federal cost; 1 form; $500 
public cost; not applicable under 3500
(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
A member bank that merges with a 

nonmember bank uses this form to 
cancel its holdings of Federal Reserve 
bank stock.
• Application for Increase or Decrease 

in Federal Reserve Stock Held by 
Member Bank

FR 56
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions
Banks
SIC: 602
Small businesses or organizations
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General government: 3,000 responses;
3.000 hours; $15,000 Federal cost; 1 
form; $60,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
This form is used by all member 

banks when they need to increase or 
decrease their holdings of Federal 
Reserve stock due to an increase or 
decrease in a bank’s capital and surplus 
accounts.
• Application(s) for Approval To 

Become a Bank Holding Company 
and, If, Applicable for Approval of 
Nonbanking Acquisition/Retention

FR Y -1 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Corporations seeking to become bank 

holding company 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 750 responses;

60.000 hours; $2,680,000 Federal cost; 1 
form; $6,000,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Application form that presents 

financial/managerial, competitive and 
convenience and needs/public benefits 
considerations related to a proposal to 
form a bank holding company. Also 
contains details of the proposed 
transaction. Information is used in 
evaluating the proposal under relevant 
statutory standards. If applicable, also 
covers proposal to engage in 
nonbanking activities.
• Application for Approval of the 

Acquisition of Bank Shares by a Bank 
Holding Company

F R Y -2  
On Occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 225 responses;

18.000 hours; $600,000 Federal cost; 1 
form; $1,800,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Application form that presents 

financial/managerial competitive, and 
convenience and needs considerations 
related to a proposal to acquire 
additional bank(s). Also contains details 
of the proposed transaction. Information 
is used in evaluating the proposal under 
relevant statutory standards. Form is 
also used for acquisition of a bank 
holding company or the retention of a 
bank.
• Application for Approval of 

Acquisition/Retention of Nonbanking 
Activity by a Bank Holding Company

FR Y -4  
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 600 responses;

18,000 hours; $650,000 Federal cost; 1 
form; $1,800,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h) - 

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Application form that presents 

financial/managerial competitive, public 
benefits considerations related to a 
proposal to acquire or retain 
nonbanking activities. Also contains 
details of the proposed transaction. 
Information is used in evaluating the 
proposal under relevant statutory 
standards.
• Report on Loans Granted to Executive 

Officers During Preceding Quarter
2105 S 
Quarterly
Businesses or other institutions 
State member banks 
SIC: 602
General government: 4,052 responses; 

4,052 hours; $60,780 Federal cost; 1 
form; $81,040 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Each member bank of the Federal 

Reserve System is required to report 
quarterly all extensions of credit made 
by the member to its executive officer 
since the bank’s previous report.
• Monthly Bankers’ Acceptance Survey 
FR 2006
Monthly
Businesses or other institutions 
Commercial banks 
SIC: 602,605
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 4,080 responses; 

27,744 hours; $11,450 Federal cost; 1 
form; $416,160 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Data obtained from this survey are to 

construct estimates of monetary 
aggregates and bank credit. These data 
are also needed to monitor 
developments in the acceptance market 
for analytical and monetary policy 
purposes.
• Annual Report of Domestic Bank 

Holding Companies
FRY-6
Annually
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 3,100 responses; 

60,450 hoiirs; $975,000 Federal cost; 1

form; $1,209,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Report filed annually by all bank 

holding companies. The report requests 
financial and structural information to 
assess the financial condition of the 
holding company and its ability to serve 
as a source of strength to the subsidiary 
banks and to determine compliance with 
the BHC Act of 1956.
• Bank Holding Company Financial 

Supplement;
FRY-9
Semiannually/annually 
businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 1,150 responses; 

21,350 hours; $500,000 Federal cost; 1 
form; $86,200 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Report completed annually by bank 

holding companies (BHC's) having 
assets exceeding $150 million and semi
annually by BHC’s having assets 
exceeding $300 million: All of the BHC’s 
submit parent-only financial statements 
and those having assets exceeding $100 
million file consolidated financial 
statements. The report is used for 
monitoring and surveillance purposes 
and to analyze the condition of the 
holding company all its banks.
• Report of Intercompany Transactions 

for Foreign Banking Organizations 
and their U.S. Subsidiary Banks

FRY-8F
Quarterly
Businesses or other institutions 
Foreign banking organizations 
SIC: 671
General government: 240 responses;

4,824 hours; $62,500 Federal cost; 1 
form; $96,480 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Report is filed quarterly by all foreign 

banking organizations that control a 
U.S. subsidiary bank(s) and has total 
world wide consolidated assets of $300 
million or more. The report requires the 
foreign banking organizations to report 
transfer of funds and intercompany 
balances between the U.S. subsidiary 
bank and the foreign parent. The 
transactions are monitored for 
potentially unsafe or unsound banking 
practices.
• Notification of Intent to Acquire 

Additional Shares of Subsidiary 
Banks through Stock Rights



Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 220 / M onday, N ovem ber 16, 1981 / N otices 56283

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 10 responses; 80 

hours; $150,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$1,600 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Notification by bank holding company 

that it proposes to acquire additional 
shares of subsidiary banks through 
stock rights offering expedited 
procedure that assures that financial 
and other standards are met while 
enabling a banking organization to 
maintain its proportionate share of an 
existing bank subsidiary.
• Notice of Intent to Retain Bank Shares 

Acquired in Fiduciary Capacity.
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 10 responses; 80 

hours; $150,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$1,600 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Notification by bank holding company 

that it proposes to acquire shares to be 
held in a fiduciary capacity with sole 
voting rights for no more than two years. 
Expedited procedure that assures bank 
shares so acquired will be disposed of in 
a timely manner.
• Notice of Proposed Stock Redemption 
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 115 responses;

2,875 hours; $150,000 Federal cost; 1 
form; $287,500 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Notification by bank holding company 

that it proposes to redeefn more than 10 
percent of its net Work within a twelve 
month period. Periodic financial 
information related to the proposal. Aids 
in the evaluation of the proposal and in 
the maintenance of a sound banking 
system.
• Annual Report on Status of 

Disposition of Assets Acquired in 
Satisfaction of Debts Previously 
Contracted

Annually
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations

General government: 500 responses;
5,000 hours; $16,000 Federal cos't; 1 
form; $100,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Compliance requirement on bank , 

holding company that is required to 
dispose of assets acquired in 
satisfaction of debts previously 
contracted. Indicates progress made to 
date in meeting divestiture requirement. 
Thereby assures timely disposal of 
impermissible assets.
• Letter Advising Federal Reserve 

System of Consummation of Proposed 
Acquisition of Bank and/or Nonbank 
Company

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Bank holding companies 
SIC: 671
Small businesses or organizations 
General government: 1,075 responses; 

8,600 hours; $150,000 Federal cost; 1 
form; $172,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Irene Montie, 202-395-6880
Registration, compliance, and 

reporting requirement. Letter 
transmitting approval of bank holding 
company formations require filing of 
certain financial and managerial data 
which when provided by the affected 
organization, constitutes the latter’s 
registration as a bank holding company. 
These and transmittal letters on other 
types of bankholding company 
acquisitions may also contain various 
commitments or conditions which the 
applicant must fulfill.

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT

Agency Clearance Officer—John P. 
Weld—202-632-7737

Extensions (Burden Change)
• Questionnaire for Former Federal 

Executives
Annually
Individuals or households 
Executives who left Federal service 

during the year
Central personnel management: 150 

responses; 113 hours; $1,700 Federal 
cost; 1 form; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
This survey is sent to former SES 

employees to aid in evaluating the 
effectiveness of SES as required by the 
CSRA. Determining why executives 
leave the Government will assist OPM 
in correcting features of the SES 
program which cause undesirable 
turnover, e g., effect of the pay cap on 
loss of executives.

SECU RITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION

Agency Clearance Officer—George G. 
Kundahl—202-272-2142.

New
• Custody of Securities with Members 

of National Securities Exchanges— 
Rule 17F-1 Under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Registered Management Invest. Comp. & 

Their Accountants 
SIC: 999
Other advancement and regulation of 

Commerce: 400 responsès; 400 hours; 
$2,000 Federal cost; 1 form; $20,000 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
The rule requires that several 

documents be filed with the Commission 
in connection with certain custodial 
arrangements. The submission of the 
custodial contract to the Commission 
assures the Commission that a contract 
exists in compliance with the 
Investment Company A ct The 
submission of the accountant’s 
certificate ensures that die investment 
company’s securities are subject to 
sound auditing procedures.
• Custody of Investments by Registered 

Management Investment Company— 
Rule 17F-2 Under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Registered management companies and 

their accountants 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other Advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 3,000 responses; 13,500 
hours; $2,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$675,000 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4014
Rule 17F-2 sets forth certain 

standards to be followed by registered 
management investment companies that 
maintain their own custody their 
Portfolio securities. The submission of 
the accountant’s certificate ensures that 
investment company securities are 
subject to sound auditing procedures. 
The preservation of notations regarding 
deposits and withdrawals assists the 
investment company in keeping an 
accurate accounting of their assets.
• Certain Unlawful Acts, Practices or 

Courses of Business and 
Requirements Relating to Codes of 
Ethics with Respect to Registered 
Investment—Rule 270.17J-1

On occasion
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Businesses or other institutions 
Investment Comp. Reg. under the 1940 

Investment Company Act 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 3,120 responses: 1,560 
hours; $1,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$78,000 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Section 17(j) of the investment 

Company Act of 1940 makes it unlawful 
for any affiliated person of a registered 
investment company to engage in 
certain types of fraudulent practices. 
Rule 17J-1, in furtherance of this 
objective, requires that companies adopt 
codes of ethics designed to prevent such 
fraudulent practices.
• Deposits of Securities in Securities 

Depositories—Rule 17F-4 Under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Registered management invest.

Companies and their custodians 
SIC: Multiple
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 200 responses; 100 hours;
$0 Federal cost; 1 form; $2,000 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
The reports regarding internal 

accounting controls provide the 
investment company and its auditors  ̂
access to information that may be 
necessary for them to evaluate a 
depository arrangement or to verify the 
investment company’s holdings. The 
confirmation requirements provides the 
investment company objective evidence 
for transactions effected on its behalf.
• Exemption of Acquisition of Securities 

During the Existence of Underwriting 
Syndicate—Rule 10F-3 Under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Registered investment companies 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 2,400 responses; 1,200 
hours; $10,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$60,000 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Rule 10F-3 permits specific 

conditions, the purchase of registered 
securities from underwriting syndicates 
whose members include affiliated 
persons of the purchasing investment 
company. The rule requires investment 
companies which purchase s&urities 
pursuant to the rule to disclose those

transactions in form N -lQ . The 
reporting requirement of the rule 
provides information to be utilized by 
investors in evaluating transactions 
executed pursuant to the rule.
• Annual Report of Registered Open- 

End and Closed-End Management 
Investment Companies Under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 and 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934

SEC 1101 
Annually
Businesses or other institutions 
Open-end and closed-end management 

investment companies 
SIC: 999
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce; 1,070 responses; 32,100 
hours; $6,961 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$2,503,800 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Form N -lR  is the form used by open- 

end and closed-end management 
investment companies to file an annual 
report with the Commission as required 
by the Investment Company Act of 1940 
and the Securities Exchange Act of 1934.
• Confidential Treatment of Names and 

Addresses of Dealers of Registered 
Investment Company Securities—Rule 
45A-1

Annually
Businesses or other institutions 
Management investment companies 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce; 240 responses; 1 hour; $350 
Federal cost; 1 form; $1 public cost; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Rule 45A-1 provides for confidential 

treatment by the Commission of certain 
information that investment companies 
are required to furnish as part of their 
annual reports to the Commission.
• Report Filed by Small Business 

Investment Companies and Affiliated 
Banks With Respect to Certain 
Investments—Form N-17D-1

1839
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
SBIC’s and affiliated banks 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 5 responses; 25 hours; $12 
Federal cost; 1 form; $1,125 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Form N-17D-1 is used by- small 

business investment companies (SBIC’s) 
and banks affiliated therewith to report 
any loan, advance of credit to, or

acquisition of securities or other 
property of a small business concern or 
any agreement to do any of the 
foregoing.
• Statement by Closed-End Investment 

Company With Respect to Purchases 
of its Securities

1580
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Closed-end investment companies 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 23 responses; 23 hours; 
$114 Federal cost; 1 form; $1,725 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
This form enables the Commission to 

monitor repurchases made by closed- 
end investment companies of their own 
securities under a rule which permits 
such repurchases in a limited class of 
situations subject to certain safeguards.
• Investment Company Inspection 

Outline Inspections Authorized by 
Section 31(b) of the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 and investment 
adviser inspection outline

Other—See SF83 
Businesses or other institutions 
Registered investment companies and 

advisers 
SIC: 999
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 750 responses; 6,000 hours; 
$3,381,700 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$120,000 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
The investment company and 

investment adviser inspection outlines 
are check lists of questions with room to 
write answers and to make notes. The 
questions are asked by examiners while 
inspecting investment companies and 
investment advisers.
• Form 1-E, Notification Under 

Regulation E of the Securities Act of 
1933 for Small Business Investment 
Companies, Rule 604: Filing of 
Notification on Form 1-E

1807
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Small Business investment companies 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 1 responses; 100 hours; 
$1,140 Federal cost; 1 form; $700 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
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Form 1-E is the form used by small 
business investment companies to notify 
the Commission of an intention to make 
a limited offering of securities and to 
seek the exemption provided by 
regulation E from the registration 
provisions of the Securities Act.
• Form 2-E, Report Pursuant To Rule 

609 of Regulation E for Rule 609: 
Reports of

Sales
1808
Semiannually
Businesses or other institutions 
Small business investment companies 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 4 responses; 40 hours; 
$1,140 Federal cost; 1 form; $800 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Form 2-E is the form which small 

business investment companies who 
have engaged in a limited offering of 
securities use to report semiannually the 
progress of the offering including the 
number of shares sold to date.
• Rule 22D-4 Sale of Redeemable 

Securities Pursuant to Certain Mergers 
With Private Investment Companies

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Investment companies registered under 

the Investment Co. Act 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 17 responses; 26 hours; $0 
Federal cost; 1 form; $4,335 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
The purpose of rule 22D-4 is to 

remove the need for certain investment 
companies to file an application for 
exemption from 22(d) each time they 
desire to merge or consolidate, while at 
the same time ensuring that the interests 
of such companies’ shareholders remain 
protected.
• Rule 17A-8 Mergers of Certain 

Affiliated Investment Companies
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Investment companies registered under 

the Investment Co. Act 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 17 responses; 26 hours; $0 
Federal cost; 1 form; $4,335 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814

The purpose of rule 17a-8 is to remove 
the need for certain investment

companies to file an application for 
exemption from section 17(a) each time 
they desire to merge or consolidate, 
while at the same time ensuring that the 
interests of such companies’ 
shareholders remain protected.
• Form N-54C (Family of Business 

Development Company Notification 
Forms)

1938
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
Business development companies 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 1 response; 1 hour; $538 
Federal cost; 1 form; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Form N-54C is necessary so that a 

company may notify th6 commission 
that it no longer elects to be regulated as 
a business development company.
• Form N-54A (Family of Business 

Development Company Notification 
Forms)

1937
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
Business development companies 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 3 responses; 150 hours;
$609 Federal cost; 1 form; $150 public 
cost; not applicable under 3504(h) 

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
Form N-54A is necessary so that a 

company may notify the commission 
that it has elected to be regulated as a 
business development company rather 
than a registered investment company.
• Form N-6F (Family of Business 

Development Company Notification 
Forms)

1936
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
Business development companies 
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 3 responses; 2 hours; $608 
Federal cost; 1 form; $150 public cost; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
A company that has lost its exclusion 

from the 1940 act because it intends to 
make a public offering as a business 
development company, but is not ready 
to file a form N-54A, may remain 
exempt from the act for up to 90 days if 
it files a form N-6F.
• Rule 0-2, Consent to Service of 

Process to be Furnished by Non-

resident Investment Advisers and 
Others, Forms 4-R, 5-R, 6-R, 7-R 

880 881 882 883 
Nonrecurring
Businesses or other institutions 
Invest., advisers, gen. partners & 

managing agents, etc.
SIC: 999
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 3 responses; 3 hours; $7 
Federal cost; 5 forms; $150 public cost; 
not applicable under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
To make the Advisers Act enforceable 

against non-resident investment 
advisers registered under the Advisers 
Act by ensuring that personal 
jurisdiction over the non-resident 
investment adviser can be obtained in 
courts of the United States.
• (4)—2, Custody or Possession of funds 

or Securities of Clients
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Invest, advisers who have custody or 

poss. of client, etc.
SIC: 620
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 74,483 responses; 37,418 
hours; $12,000 Federal cost; 1 form; 
$1,400,000 public cost; not applicable 
under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
To prescribe procedures for the 

safekeeping of client funds and 
securities over which an investment 
adviser has custody or possession to 
ensure that the adviser’s handling of 
such funds is neither fraudulent, 
deceptive, nor manipulative.
• Rule 206(4}-3, Cash Payments for 

Client Solicitations
On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Registered investment advisers, who 

have cash referral, etc.
SIC: 620
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 3,388 responses; 2,156 
hours; $0 Federal cost; 1 form; $18,480 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814
To permit payment by registered 

investment advisers of referral fees to 
persons who refer clients to them under 
certain conditions designed to prevent 
fraud, deception, or manipulation of 
such clients.
• Rule 206(3)-2, Agency Cross 

Transactions for Advisory Clients
On occasion
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Businesses or other institutions 
Reg. invest, advisers who are broker- 

dealers or aff., etc.
SIC: 620
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 7,320 responses; 3,660 
hours; $0 Federal cost; 1 form; $12,240 
public cost; not applicable under 
3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814

To permit registered investment 
advisers to comply with section 206(3) of 
the Advisers Act by obtaining a blanket 
consent from a client to enter into 
agency cross transactions provided 
certain disclosure is made to the client.

• Rule 204-2, Books and Records to be 
Maintained by Investment Advisers 

On occasion
Businesses or other institutions 
Investment advisers subj. to reg. under 

the invest., etc.
SIC: 620
Small businesses or organizations 
Other advancement and regulation of 

commerce: 774,900 responses;
1,379,000 hours; $0 Federal cost; 1 
form; $19,750,000 public cost; not 
applicable under 3504(h)

Robert Veeder, 202-395-4814

To require registered investment 
advisers to keep and maintain certain 
records relevant to their businesses 
which, among other things enable the 
commission to determine compliance by 
registered investment advisers with the 
Advisers Act and the rules thereunder. 
Arnold Strasser,
Chief Reports Management (Acting).
[FR Doc. 81-32809 Filed 11-12-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3110-01-M

PRESIDENTIAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ON FEDERALISM

Transportation Subcommittee; 
Meeting Cancellation
November 19,1981.

The Transportation Subcommittee 
meeting of the Federalism Advisory 
Committee on Federalism scheduled for 
November 19,1981, has been cancelled. 
The original notice for the meeting was 
published in the Federal Register on 
November 2,1981, on page 54448. 
Richard S. Williamson,
Assistant to the President.
(FR Doc. 81-32980 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3195-01-M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION
[Release No. 12028; (812-4904)1

Hartford Variable Annuity Life 
Insurance Co,; et al. Application for 
Exemptions
November 9,1981.

Notice is hereby given that Hartford 
Variable Annuity Life Insurance 
Company,(“HVA”), a stocklife 
insurance company organized under the 
laws of the State of Connecticut, 
Hartford Variable Annuity Life 
Insurance Company QP Variable 
Account (“HVA-QP-VA”), Hartford 
Variable Annuity Life Insurance 
Company NQ Variable Account (“HVA- 
QPr-VA”) and Hartford Variable 
Annuity .Life Insurance Company DC 
Variable Accounts I and II (individually 
“DC-I” and “DC-II”), Hartford Plaza, 
Hartford, Connecticut 06115, all separate 
accounts of HVA registered as unit 
investment trusts under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (“Act”) and 
Hartford Equity Sales Company, Inc. 
(“HESCO”), a broker-dealer registered 
under the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, (hereinafter collectively referred to 
as “Applicants”), filed an application on 
June 23,1981 pursuant to Section 6(c) of 
the Act for an order exempting 
Applicants from the provisions of 
sections 2(a)(32), 2(a)(35), 12(d)(1), 22(c), 
26(a)(1), 26(a)(2)(C), 26(a)(2)(D), 27(c)(1), 
27(c)(2) and 27(d) of the Act and Rule 
22c-l thereunder to the extent set forth 
below. All interested persons are 
referred to the application on file with 
the Commission for a statement of the 
facts and representations contained 
therein, which are summarized below.

Hartford Fund, Incorporated 
(“Hartford Fund”), the underlying 
investment medium of HVA-QP-VA, 
HVA-NQ-VA, DC-I and DC-II, Ts 
registered as an open-end, diversified, 
management class investment company 
which has three classes, or series of 
shares, i.e., the “Bond Series”, the 
“Stock Series” and the “Money Market 
Series.”

Group and individual variable annuity 
contracts and group variable only 
contracts are not being offered and sold 
with respect to HVA-QP-VA by HVA. 
Group and individual variable annuity 
contracts issued with respect to HVA- 
NQ-VA by HVA are proposed to be 
offered and sold. Also, with respect to 
DC-I and DC-II, group variable annuity 
contracts and group variable only 
contracts were issued by HVA until 
September 1,1981.

Currently, HVA proposes to issue two 
new classes of contracts with respect to 
DC-I and DC-II, i.e., a new group

annuity contract and a new master 
contract (hereinafter collectively the 
“New Contracts”). Both the new group 
contract and the master contract will be 
made available to governmental or other 
tax-exempt employers for utilization in 
connection with deferred compensation 
plans for retirement purposes. The new 
master contract will be utilized in 
connection with hospital association 
deferred compensation plans.

Applicants represent that the 
contractowner of a group or individual 
contract or the contractowner and/or 
the participating employer under a 
master contract shall have the right to 
deterniine, as to contracts issued with 
respect to HVA-QP-VA, HVA-NQ-VA, 
DC-I and DC-II, whether the payments 
made pursuant to the terms of the 
contracts after any deductions for 
premium taxes will be invested, in 
Hartford Fund “Bond Series” shares, 
Hartford Fund “Stock Series” shares or 
in Hartford Fund "Money Market 
Series” shares.

Payments made pursuant to the terms 
of the New Contracts issued with 
respect to DC-I and DC-II will not be 
subject to a sales charge deduction, 
when made. Instead the contracts will 
provide for a contingent deferred sales 
charge. The amount of the deferred sales 
charge will depend on whether the 
contract is a group annuity contract or is 
a master contract.

If the contract issued is a group 
annuity contract, then in the event that a 
participant’s account under the contract 
is surrendered, in whole or in part, the 
proceeds of redemption will be subject 
to a deferred sales charge, computed as 
follows:

5% if redemption takes place during the 
first eight full contract years.

3% ff redemption takes place during the 
next seven full contract years.

No contingent deferred sales charge will be 
applicable thereafter.

If the contract is issued in connection 
with a master contract, then in the event 
that a participant’s account under the 
contract is surrendered, in whole or in 
part, the proceeds of redemption will be 
subject to a deferred sales charge 
computed as follows:

6% if redemption takes place during the 
first ten full contract years.

5% thereafter.

The amount of redemption proceeds 
subject to a contingent deferred sales 
charge may not exceed the sum of the 
purchase payments made on behalf of a 
participant under a group annuity or a 
master contract. Applicants represent 
that in no event will the total sales 
charges exceed nine percent (9%) of any
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respective purchase payments to which 
they relate.

If a participant’s account under a 
group annuity or a master contract is 
surrendered, in whole or in part, for the 
purpose of beginning annuity payments 
or because of the death of the proposed 
annuitant prior to the commencement of 
annuity payments, no deduction will be 
made for a deferred sales charge.

There will be an Annual Policy Fee in 
the amount of $25.00 deducted from the 
value of each contractowner’s or 
participant’s account as appropriate 
under the new group annuity contracts 
issued with respect to DC-I and DC-II 
and with respect to the group and 
individual annuity contracts to be issued 
With respect to HVA-NQ-VA. The 
Annual Policy Fee may not be increased 
until May 1,1984. After that date, HVA 
may increase the fee, from time to time, 
provided that the fee may never exceed 
$50.00 per contractowner’s or 
participant’s account/per 
contractowner’s or participant’s contract 
year.

While the terms of the new master 
contract issued with respect to DC-I and 
DC-II provide for an Annual Policy Fee 
charge of $25.00, HVA will waive the 
payment of such charge until May 1,
1986. After that date, HVA may in its 
discretion make such charge or waive it, 
as it sees fit.

The Annual Policy Fee, charged for 
the servicing and handling of a 
participant’s account, will be deducted 
from the value of the contractowner’s or 
participant’s account on the last 
business day of the contractowner’s or 
participant’s contract year; provided, 
however, that if the value of any such 
account is redeemed in full at any time 
before the last business day of the 
contractowner’s or participant’s contract 
year, then the Annual Policy Fee charge 
will be deducted from the proceeds of 
such redemption. No deduction for the 
Annual Policy Fee will be made during 
the annuity period of the account.

All group contracts (including the 
master contract issued with respect to 
DC-I and DC-II) provide for experience 
rating (either prospectively or 
retrospectively) of the deduction for 
sales charges and/or the Annual Policy 
Fee. HVA, in its discretion, may 
experience rate a contract depending on 
the size of the case by (1) reduction in 
the amount of any applicable sales 
charge or (2) reduction in the amount of, 
or the waiving of, the Annual Policy Fee 
or (3) a combination of the above.

Contingent D eferred S a les Charge; D C -I  
and D C -II

Sections 26(a)(2)(C) and 27(c)(2)
Section 27(c)(2) provides, in 

substance, that a registered investment 
company issuing periodic payment plan 
certificates or a depositor or underwriter 
for such company is prohibited from 
selling any such certificates unless, 
among other things, the proceeds of all 
payments, other than the sales load, on 
such certificates are deposited with a 
trustee or custodian having the 
qualifications prescribed in Section 
26(a)(1), and are held by such trustee or 
custodian under an agreement 
containing, in substance, the trust 
indenture provisions required by section 
26(a)(2) and section 26(a)(3) of the Act.

Section 26(a)(2)(C) provides that no 
payments to the depositor of, or 
principal underwriter for, a registered 
unit investment trust (or to any affiliated 
person or agent of such depositor or 
principal underwriter) shall be allowed 
the trustee or custodian as an expense 
except for payment of a fee, not 
exceeding such reasonable amount as 
the Commission may prescribe as 
compensation for performing 
bookkeeping and other administrative 
services of a character normally 
performed by the trustee or custodian.

The deferred sales charge to be 
imposed upon the full or partial 
surrender of a participant’s account 
under a group annuity or master 
contract issued with respect to DC-I and 
DC-II is designed to recover costs 
relating to the sale of the contracts. The 
contracts merely defer the time when 
the sales charge may be made.

Applicants contend that it is in the 
contractowner’s (and participant’s) best 
interests that the entire amount of the 
contract purchase payments be invested 
at the time when made. Applicants have 
requested an exemption from the 
provisions of section 26(a)(2)(C) and 
section 27(c)(2) to the extent necessary 
in order to permit the offer and sale of 
the New Contracts with the deferred 
sales charge.
Section 2(a)(35)

Section 2(a)(35) of the Act defines 
“sales load” as the difference between 
the price of a security to the public and 
that portion of the proceeds from its sale 
which is received and invested, less any 
portion of such difference deducted for 
trustee’s or custodian’s fees, insurance 
premiums, issue taxes, or 
“administrative expenses or fees which 
are not properly chargeable to sales or 
promotional activities.”

The definition of sales load contained 
in section 2(a)(35) contemplates that any

deduction therefor will be made from 
the security purchaser’s investment at 
the time when the investment is initially 
made and not some time later. However, 
Applicants state that the deferred sales 
charge would be applied to pay sales 
expenses including the administration 
expenses and fees which are properly 
chargeable to sales or promotional 
activities incurred in connection with 
the offer and sale of the contract. 
Applicants also assert that although the 
charge is deducted from the contract 
proceeds of redemption rather than from 
the purchase payment(s) initially made 
to acquire the contract does not change 
the essential character of the charge.

However, Applicants have requested 
an exemption from the provisions of 
section 2(a)(35), to the extent necessary, 
in order that they may offer and sell the 
New Contracts with a deferred sales 
charge.

Sections 2(a)(32 and 27(d)

Section 2(a)(32) of the Act, in 
substance, defines a redeemable 
security as any security under the terms 
of which the holder is entitled to receive 
approximately his proportionate share 
of the issuer’s current net assets, or the 
cash equivalent thereof. Section 27(d) of 
the Act, as pertinent, requires that the 
holder of a periodic payment plan 
certificate be able to surrender his 
certificate within a specified time and 
receive the value of his account and the 
return of sales charges in excess of a 
certain percentage.

Applicants state that because the 
sales charge is not made from the 
amount initially invested as opposed to 
being made when the contract is 
tendered, in whole or in part, for 
redemption, does not change the 
essential nature of the deduction being 
made and does not alter the fact that the 
investor, in fact, receives his 
proportionate share of the issuer’s 
current net assets and the value of his 
account upon redemption.

Applicants request, to the extent 
necessary, an exemption from the 
provisions of sections 2(a)(32) and 27(d) 
to permit the offer and sale of the New 
Contracts with a deferred sales charge.

Section 27(c)(1)

Section 27(c)(1) of the Act, in pertinent 
part, makes it unlawful for any 
registered investment company issuing 
periodic payment plan certificates, or for 
any depositor or underwriter of such 
company, to sell any such certificate 
unless it is a redeemable security. 
Applicants submit that the imposition of 
a deferred sales charge upon the 
proceeds of redemption is not aft
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restriction of redemption within the 
meaning of section 27(c)(1). The 
contracthDlder is not prohibited in any 
way from tendering his contract for 
redemption. However, Applicants have 
requested an exemption from the 
provisions of section 27(c)(1), to the 
extent necessary, in order to permit the 
offer and sale of the New Contracts with 
a deferred sales charge.

Section 22(c) and Rule 2 2 c-l
Section 22(c) of the Act and Rule 22c- 

1 thereunder prohibit a registered 
investment company issuing redeemable 
securities such as the new contracts 
from selling, redeeming, or repurchasing 
any such security except at a price 
based upon die current net asset value * 
of such security.

Applicants submit that the deduction 
of a deferred sales charge at the time the 
contract is submitted, in whole or in 
part, for redemption, as opposed to the 
deduction of such charge at the time that 
the purchase payments are made, does 
not prevent the contractowner from 
receiving the current net asset value of 
his contract upon redemption.

Nevertheless, Applicants request an 
exemption from the provisions of section 
22(c) and Rule 22c-l thereunder to the 
extent deemed necessary in order that 
they may offer and sell the New 
Contracts with a  deferred sales charge.

A n n u al P o licy  F ee; H V A -N Q -V A , D C -I  
and D C -II

As noted, there is an Annual Policy 
Fee of $25.00 that w il be charged with 
respect to the HVA-NQ-VA contracts 
or which may be charged with respect to 
the new D C -I and D C -II contracts. 
Applicant HVA requests an exemption 
from the provisions of section 2(a)(32), 
22(c), 27(c)(1), 27(c)(2), 26(a)(2)(C) and 
27(d) of the Act and Rule 22c-l 
thereunder, to the extent necessary, in 
order to permit the deduction of the 
Annual Policy Fee under the 
circumstances described above.

Perform ance o f Custodian Function; 
H V A -Q P -V A , H V A -N Q -V A , D C -I  and  
D C -II

Sections 26(a)(1) and 27(c)(2)
As noted, section 27(C)(2) of Act, in 

part, prohibits a registered investment 
company and any depositor or 
underwriter for such company from 
selling periodic payment plan 
certificates unless the proceeds o f all 
payments other than the sales load are 
deposited with a trustee or custodian 
having the qualifications prescribed in 
section 26(a)(1).

It is proposed that Hartford National 
Bank and Trust Company will no longer

serve as custodian of HVA-QP-VA, 
DC-I and DC-II. Applicant HVA 
proposes to hold the property and the 
assets of the HVA-QP-VA, DC-I, DC-II 
and HVA-NQ-VA (the “Hartford Unit 
Trusts”) in custody for safekeeping.

HVA requests an exemption from the 
provisions of section 26(a)(1) of the Act 
in order that HVA may hold the 
property and assets o f  the Hartford Unit 
Trusts in custody for safekeeping. HVA 
will keep such assets in its vault 
facilities and agrees to permit only duly 
authorized officers or other responsible 
employees of HVA, as well as 
representatives of the Connecticut 
Commissioner of Insurance, members of 
the National Association of Insurance 
Commissioners duly designated Zonal 
Auditing Committee, selective 
responsible members of HVA’s internal 
auditors and representatives of HVA’s 
independent public accountants, to have 
access to the assets of the Hartford Unit 
Trusts. HVA contends that its vault 
facilities are comparable to the vaults of 
large commercial banks and adequate 
protection will thereby be afforded to 
owners of contracts issued with respect 
to the Hartford Unit Trusts. No separate 
charges will be made by HVA for 
holding the property and assets of the 
Hartford Unit Trusts in custody for 
safekeeping.

HVA has agreed that it will continue 
to hold in custody for safekeeping the 
assets of each of the Hartford Unit 
Trusts in accordance with the provisions 
of section 26(a)(3) of the Act.

In summary, Applicant HVA requests 
exemption from the provisions of 
sections 26(a)(1) and 27(c)(2) of the Act 
in order that it may perform the 
safekeeping and other functions 
normally performed by a custodian with 
respect to each of the Hartford Unit 
Trusts.

Issu an ce o f Book Shares; H olding Sam e 
in  Trust; H V A -N Q -V A

Sections 26(a)(2)(D) and 27(c)(2)
Section 26(a)(2)(D) of the Act, in 

pertinent part, provides that the trustee 
or custodian shall have possession of all 
securities and other property in which 
the funds of the trust are invested and 
shall segregate and hold the same in 
trust until distribdfion.

Applicant HVA asserts that as a life 
insurance company, it may not properly 
hold the assets of HVA-NQ-VA in trust 
because the insurance laws of the State 
of Connecticut do riot permit it.

Further, Applicants HVA and HVA- 
NQ-VA contend that the primary 
purpose of section 26(a)(2)(D) is to 
provide for safekeeping of the assets of 
registered unit investment trusts.

Applicants suggest that to require that 
share certificates be physically issued 
by Hartford Fund to HVA with respect 
to HVA-NQ-VA would not significantly 
add to the safety of the unit trust assets 
and would result, in fact, only in 
unnecessary administration expenses 
for the trust.

Applicant HVA states that it is 
subject to extensive supervision and 
control by the Connecticut Insurance 
Commissioner and the comparable 
official of each state in which it does 
business. Such supervision requires 
HVA to file complete and detailed 
periodic reports. Further, the activities 
of HVA are subject to review by the 
Connecticut Insurance Department and 
its representatives at all times and are 
subject to comprehensive examinations 
periodically. Applicants also state that 
any substitution of Hartford Fund shares 
can only take place with the prior 
approval of the Commission.

Applicants contend that the foregoing 
laws, regulations and arrangements will 
provide substantial assurance that all 
obligations under the contracts issued 
by HVA with respect to HVA-NQ-VA 
will be performed.

Applicants HVA and HVA-NQ-VA 
accordingly request that the 
Commission enter an order of exemption 
from the provisions of sections 
26(a)(2)(D) and 27(c)(2) in order that 
HVA may accept “book shares” upon 
the investment of the purchase 
payments that are made, from time to 
time, by the HVA-NQ-VA 
contractowners and invested in shares 
of Hartford Fund to purchase variable 
annuity benefits. Also, exemptive relief 
is sought from said sections so that the 
securities and other property of HVA- 
NQ-VA need not be held in trust. 
Applicants submit that similar 
exemptions have already been secured 
with respect to HVA-QP-VA, DC-I and 
DC-II (File Nos. 812-4096, 812-4097 and 
812-4135, respectively).

Paym ent o f Contract F ees and Charges

Sections 26(a)(2) and 27(c)(2)

As noted above, section 27(c)(2) of'the 
Act provides essentially that a 
registered unit investment trust and any 
depositor or underwriter for such trust 
are prohibited from selling periodic 
payment plan certificates issued with 
respect to such trust unless the proceeds 
of all payments other than the sales load 
are deposited with a qualified bank as 
trustee or custodian and are held under 
an indenture or agreement containing 
certain specified provisions required by 
section 26(a)(2) and section 26(a)(3) of 
the Act.
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Also as noted above, section 
26(a)(2)(C) of the Act provides that no 
payment to the depositor of, or a 
principal underwriter for a registered 
unit investment trust (or to any affiliated 
person or agent of such depositor or 
underwriter) shall be allowed the 
custodian as an expense except a fee, 
not exceeding such reasonable amount 
as the Commission may prescribe as 
compensation for performing 
bookkeeping and other administrative 
services of a character normally 
performed by the custodian itself.

Section 26(a)(2)(D) requires, in part, 
that the custodian agreement or other 
instrument pursuant to which the 
security is issued must provide that the 
custodian shall have possession of all 
securities and other property in which 
the funds of the trust are invested 
subject only to the charges and 
collections allowed under section 
26(a)(2) until distribution thereof to the 
security holders of the trust.

The New Contracts to be issued with 
respect to DC-I and DC-II and contracts 
to be issued with respect to HVA-NQ- 
VA-provide that there shall be deducted 
from the periodic purchase payments a 
charge for such annuity premium taxes 
as may be payable in accordance with 
state and local laws. In the case of the 
New Contracts to be issued with respect 
to DC-I and DC-II, HVA shall also be 
entitled to such deferred sales charges 
as shall be deducted from the proceeds 
of redemption from time to time.

The New Contracts to be issued with 
respect to DC-I and DC-II provide that 
HVA is entitled to receive an amount 
equal to one and one-quarter percent 
(1.25%) per annum of the value of DC-I 
and DC-II for providing the mortality 
and expense risk undertakings and for 
providing administrative services in 
connection with the contracts. HVA 
agrees that until May 1,1984 the 
maximum fee that it will charge for 
providing administrative services and 
the mortality and expense undertakings 
will be one and one-quarter percent 
(1.25%). Applicants represent that the 
one and one-quarter percent (1.25%) per 
annum fee consists of a charge for 
providing the mortality guarantee of 
.85%, a charge for providing the expense 
guarantee of .15% and a charge for 
providing administrative services of 
.25%. After May 1,1984, HVA may 
increase the amount of the fee, from 
time to time, not to exceed in any event 
two percent (2%) per annum. However, 
Applicants agree that no such increase 
will occur unless the Commission shall 
have first approved any such increase.

The group and individual contracts to 
be issued with respect to HVA-NQ-VA 
provide that HVA is entitled to receive

an amount equal to one percent (1.00%) 
per annum of the value of HVA-NQ-VA 
for providing the mortality and expense 
risk undertakings and for providing 
administrative services in connection 
with the contracts. Applicants represent 
that the 1.0% per annum fee consists of a 
charge for providing the mortality 
guarantee of .85% and a charge for 
providing administrative services and 
the expense guarantee of .15%.

In addition to the deductions for 
contingent deferred sales charges, for 
annuity premium taxes, for mortality 
and expense undertakings and 
administrative services, as noted above, 
HVA shall be entitled to receive an 
Annual Policy Fee of $25.00.

Applicants have requested that the 
Commission enter an order exempting 
them from the provisions of sections 
26(a)(2)(C), 26(a)(2)(D) and 27(c)(2), to 
the extent necessary, to permit the 
deduction by HVA and payment to HVA 
of the applicable deferred sales charges 
with respect to DC-I; to permit the 
deduction by HVA on a daily basis, and 
payment to HVA of the charges for 
providing the mortality and expense 
undertakings and administrative 
services and for the Annual Policy Fee 
charges with respect to DC-I, DC-II and 
HVA-NQ-VA; and, depending upon the 
requirements of the particular state, 
either: (i) to permit the deduction from 
purchase payments when made and 
payment of applicable annuity premium 
taxes to such state by HVA, or (ii) to 
permit the deduction of such taxes by 
HVA from the value of the 
contractowner’s or participant’s account 
and the payment of such taxes to such 
state at the time when an annuity is 
effected.

Applicants have consented that the 
foregoing requested exemptions from 
sections 26(a)(2)(C), 26(a)(2)(D) and 
27(c)(2) may be made subject to the 
following conditions: (1) the charges to 
variable annuity contractowners for 
administrative services shall not exceed 
such reasonable amounts as the 
Commission shall prescribe, jurisdiction 
being reserved for such purpose, and (2) 
the payment of sums and charges out of 
the assets of DC-I, DC-II and HVA-NQ- 
VA shall not be deemed to be exempted 
from regulation by the Commission by 
reason of the requested order, provided, 
that Applicants’ consent to this 
condition shall not be deemed to be a 
concession to the Commission of 
authority to regulate the payment of 
sums and charges out of such assets 
other than charges for administrative 
services, and Applicants reserve the 
right in any proceeding before the 
Commission, or in any suit or action in 
any court, to assert that the Commission

has no authority to regulate the payment 
of such other sums or charges.

Section  12(d)(1); H V A -Q P -V A , D C -I  
and D C -II

Section 12(d)(1) of the Act provides 
that a registered investment company 
may not purchase or otherwise acquire 
securities issued by another investment 
company if, as a result of such 
transaction, the acquiring company 
would own in the aggregate: (1) more 
than 3% of the total outstanding voting 
stock of the acquired company; (2) 
securities issued by the acquired 
company having an aggregate value in 
excess of 5% of the value of the total 
assets of the acquiring company; nr (3) 
securities issued by the acquired 
company and all other investment 
companies having an aggregate value in 
excess of 10% of the value o f the total 
assets of the acquiring company.

However, section 12(d)(1)(E) 
specifically exempts a security or 
securities purchased or acquired by an 
investment company, the depositor of or 
principal underwriter for which is a 
broker-dealer registered under the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and the 
investment portfolio of which consists 
only of such security (or such securities 
are the only securities held by a 
registered unit investment trust issuing 
two or more classes or series of 
securities, each of which provides for 
the accumulation of shares o f a different 
investment company).

Applicants assert that the Investment 
Company Act Amendments of 1970 
amended section 12(d)(1) of the Act in 
order to limit the creation of new fund 
holding companies and to deal with the 
problems raised by foreign-based fund 
holding companies that invested 
primarily in the securities of American 
funds and which were not themselves 
subject to the federal securities laws. 
Applicants contends that the exemption 
from the proscriptions of section 12(d)(1) 
provided by section 12(d)(1)(E) is not 
literally applicable to the HVA-NQ-VA, 
HVA-QP-VA, DC-I and DC-II/Hartford 
Fund situation because each of the 
Hartford Unit Trusts issues only one 
class or series of contracts which 
provide for investment in the shares of 
Hartford Fund which is a series fund.

By orders dated August 24,1977 (File 
Nos. 812-4096, 812-4097 and 812-4135) 
the Commission exempted HVA-QP- 
VA, DC-I and DC-II from the provisions 
of Section 12(d) of the Act in order that 
HVA-QP-VA, DC-I and DC-II might 
acquire shares of both the Bond Series 
and the Stock Series of Hartford Fund in 
satisfaction of the directions of 
contractowners respecting the
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investment of their periodic purchase 
payments made pursuant to the terms of 
the contracts. Applicants DC-I, DC-II 
and HVA-QP-VA ask that the 
Commission amend its prior orders to 
make such orders applicable to the 
shares of Hartford Fund Money Market 
Series as well as shares of Hartford 
Fund Bond and Stock Series.

Applicant HVA-NQ-VA also requests 
that it be exempted from the provisions 
of Section 12(d) of the Act in order that 
it may acquire Hartford Fund Bond, 
Stock and Money Market Series shares 
in satisfaction of contractowners’ 
investment directions.

Section 6(c)

Section 6(c) of the Act provides that 
the Commission, by order upon 
application, may conditionally or 
unconditionally exempt any person, 
security or transaction or any class or 
classes of persons, securities and 
transactions from any provision of the 
Act if and to the extent that such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent 
with the protection of investors and the 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act.

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, no later than 
November 30,1981, at 5:30 p.m., submit 
to the Commission in writing a request 
for a hearing on the matter accompanied 
by a statement as to the nature of his 
interest, the reasons for such request, 
and the issues, if any, of fact or law 
proposed to be controverted, or he may 
request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communications 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon the Applicants at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit or, in the case of an attorney- 
at-law, by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. As 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the Rules and 
Regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
will be issued as of course following 
said date, unless the Commission 
thereafter orders a hearing upon request 
or upon the Commission’s own motion. 
Persons who request a hearing, or 
advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered will receive any notice and 
orders issued in this matter, including 
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and 
any postponements thereof.

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority.
George A. Fitzsimmons,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 81-32962 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am] ~

BILUNG CO DE 8010-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard

[CGD-81-086]

New York Vessel Traffic Service; 
Advisory Committee; Meeting

a g e n c y : Coast Guard. 
a c t i o n : Notice of meeting.

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-163; 5 U.S.C. App. 1), notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the New 
York Harbor Vessel Traffic Service 
Advisory Committee to be held on 9 
December 1981, in the Conference Room, 
second floor, U.S. Coast Guard Marine 
Inspection Office, Battery Park Office, 
New York, New York, beginning at 9:30 
a.m.

The agenda for this meeting of the 
New York Harbor Vessel Traffic Service 
Advisory Committee is as follows:

1. Discussion of potential uses and 
capabilities of the Vessel Traffic Service in 
New York Harbor.

The New York Harbor Vessel Traffic 
Service Advisory Committee was 
established by Commander, Third Coast 
Guard District to advise on the need for, 
and development, installation and 
operations of a Vessel Traffic Service 
for New York Harbor. Members of the 
Committee serve voluntarily without 
compensation from the Federal 
Government, either travel or per diem.

Attendance is open to the interested 
public. With advance notice to the 
Chairman, members of the public may 
make oral statements at the meeting. 
Persons wishing to present oral 
statements should so notify the 
Executive Director no later than the day 
before the meeting. Any member of the 
public may present a written statement 
to the Committee at any time.

Additional information may be 
obtained by writing Captain D. J. Linde, 
USCG, Executive Director, NYHVTS 
Advisory Committee, New York Vessel 
Traffic Service, Governors Island, New 
York, New York 10004; or by calling 
(212) 668-7954.

Dated: October 28,1981 in New York, New 
York.
J. S. Gracey,
Vice Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander, 
Third Coast Guard District.
[FR Doc. 81-32791 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-14- M

Office of the Secretary

[Notice 81-12]

Schedule for Awarding Senior 
Executive Service Bonuses

AGENCY: Department of Transportation 
(DOT).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with Office of 
Personnel Management guidelines 
requiring that each Agency publish a 
Notice in the Federal Register of the 
Ageiy:y’s schedule for awarding Senior 
Executive Service (SES) Bonuses at least 
14 days prior to the date on which 
awards will be paid, DOT announces 
that it intends to award SES Bonuses for 
the rating cycle of October 30,1980 
through September 30,1981, with 
payouts scheduled by December 18,
1981.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November
9,1981.
Robert L. Fairman,
Assistant Secretary for Administration.
[FR Doc. 81-32927 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 4910-62-M

Federal Aviation Administration

Airborne Weather and Ground 
Mapping Pulsed Radars; Request for 
Comments on Draft Technical 
Standard Order

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Request for comments on draft 
Technical Standard Order (TSO).

SUMMARY: The draft TSO-C63c 
prescribes the minimum performance 
standard that airborne weather and 
ground mapping pulsed radars must 
meet in order to be identified with the 
TSO marking “TSO-C63c.”
DATE: Comments must identify the TSO 
file number and be received on or before 
February 19,1982.
ADDRESS: Send all comments on the 
draft Technical Standard Order to: 
Federal Aviation Administration, 
Systems Branch, AWS-130, Aircraft 
Engineering Division, Office of 
Airworthiness—File No. TSO-C63c, 800
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Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591.

Or deliver comments to: Room 335,
800 Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591. '
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Bobble J. Smith, Systems Branch, 
AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering Division, 
Office of Airworthiness, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, Telephone (202) 
426-8395.

Comments received on the draft 
Technical Standard Order may be 
inspected, before and after the closing 
date for comments, at Room 335, FAA 
Headquarters Building (FOB-lOA), 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, between 8:30
а. m. and 5:00 pan.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to 

comment on the proposed TSO listed in 
this notice by submitting such written 
data, views, or arguments as they may 
desire. Communications should identify 
the TSO file number and be submitted to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the Director 
of Airworthiness before issuing the final 
TSO.

How To Obtain Copies
A copy of the proposed draft TSO 

may be obtained by contacting the 
person under “For Further Information 
Contact” TSO-C63c references Radio 
Technical Commission for Aeronautics 
(RTCA) Document No. DO-173 for 
minimum performance standard and 
DO-160 A dated January 1980 for the 
environmental conditions and test 
procedures. RTCA Document Nos. DO- 
173 and DO-160A may be purchased 
from the Radio Technical Commission 
for Aeronautics Secretariat 1717 H 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November
б, 1981.
M. C. Beard,
Director, Office o f Airworthiness.
[FR Doc. 81-32932 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 ant]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

Amendment of Type Certificate;
Avions Marcel Dassault Model Fanjet 
Falcon, Series G
agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Announcement of Design 
Approval and Notice of Availability of 
Documents.

s u m m a r y : This Notice announces the 
certification of a major derivative model 
of the Avions Marcel Dassault (AMD) 
Fanjet Falcon Series G aircraft and the 
public availability of the “Type 
Certification Decision Document” for 
this action.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: On 
January 29,1976, the Avions Marcel 
Dassault Corporation proposed design 
changes to the existing Falcon series 
business jet which would increase 
range, raise the gross weight, and reduce 
noise levels. The resulting aircraft has 
been designated the Fanjet Falcon 
Series G by AMD. The certification 
process was supervised by the Director 
General de 1’Aviation Civile (DGAC) of 
France under the terms of the Bilateral 
Agreement between the United States of 
America and France.

The Fanjet Falcon Series G airplane 
successfully demonstrated compliance 
with applicable regulations. In addition, 
the Director of the FAA’s Northwest 
Region, the region having responsibility 
for the certification of all transport 
category airplanes, has reviewed the 
major issues involved in the design 
approval of the Fanjet Falcon Series G 
airplane and has discussed with his staff 
a certification summary document 
entitled “Summary of Decision Basis for 
Type Certification Avions Marcel 
Dassault—Breguet Aviation Model 
Fanjet Falcon Series G Airplane.” Based 
on this review, the Director approved 
issuance of the Fanjet Falcon Series G 
design approval, and the type certificate 
of the Fanjet Falcon Series airplane has 
been amended to include approval of 
the Series G configuration.

A copy of the “Summary of Decision 
Basis for Type Certification—Avions 
Marcel Dassault—Breguet Aviation 
Model Fanjet Falcon Series G Airplane” 
is on file in the FAA Rules Docket. The 
bulk of this report is devoted to 
summarizing the technical issues, 
analyses, and tests required of AMD to 
demonstrate compliance with FAA 
certification requirements. Detailed 
appendices include a compliance 
checklist, copies of flight manuals, a 
finding of no significant environmental 
impact, letters establishing the type 
certification basis, and a letter from the 
French Civil Authority stating 
compliance has been found with the 
applicable Federal Aviation 
Regulations. This report is available for 
examination and copying at the FAA 
Rules Docket, Room 918, 800 
Independence Avenue S.W.,
Washington, D.C. Copies of the report 
may be obtained by contacting the 
Seattle Area Aircraft Certification

Office, ANW-150S, 9010 E. Marginal 
Way South, Seattle, Washington 98108.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on 
November 6,1981.
Charles R. Foster,
Director, Northwest Mountain Region.
[FR Doc. 81-32930 Filed 11-13-81:8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

Continuous Row Oxygen Mask 
Assembly (for Non-Transport 
Category Aircraft); Request for 
Comments on Draft Technical 
Standard Order

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Request for comments on draft 
Technical Standard Order (TSO).

s u m m a r y : The draft TSO-C103 
prescribes the minimum performance 
standard that continuous flow oxygen 
mask assembly (for non-transport 
category aircraft) must meet in order to 
be identified with the TSO marking 
“TSO-C103.”
d a t e s : Comments must identify the TSO 
file number and be received on or before 
February 19,1982.
a d d r e s s : Send all comments on the 
draft Technical Standard Order to:
Federal Aviation Administration, Systems 

Branch, AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering 
Division, Office of Airworthiness—File No. 
TSO-C103, 800 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591.

Or deliver comments to:
Room 335, 800 Independence Avenue, S.W., 

Washington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Bobbie J. Smith, Systems Branch, 
AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering Division, 
Office of Airworthiness, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, DC. 20591, Telephone (202) 
426-8395.

Comments received on the draft 
Technical Standard Order m aybe 
inspected, before and after the closing 
date for comments, at Room 335, FAA 
Headquarters Building (FOB-lOA), 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, between 8:30 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to 

comment on the proposed TSO listed in 
this notice by submitting such written 
data, views, or arguments as they may 
desire. Communications should identify 
the TSO file number and be submitted to 
the address specified above. All



56292 Federal R egister / Vol. 46, No. 220 / M onday, N ovem ber 16, 1981 / N otices

communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the Director 
of Airworthiness before issuing the final 
TSO.
How To Obtain Copies

A copy of the proposed draft TSO 
may be obtained by contacting the 
person under “For Further Information 
Contact.” TSO-C103 references Society 
of Automotive Engineers, Inc. (SAE), 
Aerospace Standard (AS) 1224A dated 
Jaunary 15,1978. SAE AS 1224A may be 
purchased from the Society of 
Automotive Engineers, Inc., Department 
331,400 Commonwealth Drive, 
Warrendale, Pennsylvania 15096. SAE 
AS 1224H references NAS 1179 dated 
February, 1961. NAS 1179 may be 
purchased from the National Standard 
Association, 5161 River Road, 
Washington, D.C. 20016.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November
6,1981.
M. C. Beard,
Director, Office o f Airworthiness.
[FR Doc. 81-32936 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 4910-13-M

Emergency Evacuation Slides, Ramps, 
and Slide/Raft Combinations; Request 
for Comments on Draft Technical 
Standard Order

a g e n c y : Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
a c t i o n : Request for comments on draft 
Technical Standard Order (TSO).

SUMMARY: The draft TSO-C69a 
prescribes the minimum performance 
standards that emergency evacuation 
slides, ramps, and slide/raft 
combinations must meet to be identified 
with the TSO marking “TSO-C69a.” 
DATES: Comments must identify the TSO 
file number and be received on or before 
February 19,1982.
a d d r e s s : Send all comments on the 
draft Technical Standard Order to:
Federal Aviation Administration, Systems 

Branch, AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering 
Division, Office of Airworthiness—File No. 
TSO-C69a, 800 Independence Avenue, 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591.

Or deliver comments to:
Room 335,800 Independence Avenue, S.W., 

Washington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Bobbie J. Smith, Systems Branch, 
AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering Division, 
Office of Airworthiness, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, Telephone (202) 
426-8395.

Comments received on the draft 
Technical Standard Order may be 
inspected, before and after the closing 
date for comments, at Room 335, FAA 
Headquarters Building (FOB-10A), 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, between 8:30
а. m. and 5:00 p.m.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to 

comment on the proposed TSO listed in 
this notice by submitting such written 
data, views, or arguments as they may 
desire. Communications should identify 
the TSO file number and be submitted to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the Director 
of Airworthiness before issuing the final 
TSO.

It should be noted that under 
paragraph (d) of the proposed TSO, one 
year after the effective date of the 
revised TSO, newly manufactured 
emergency evacuation slides, ramps, 
and slide/raft combination may not be 
identified as meeting the older TSO-C69 
standard.
How To Obtain Copies

A copy of the proposed draft TSO 
may be obtained by contacting the 
person under “For Further Information 
Contact.” Federal Test Method Standard 
No. 191A may be examined at any FAA 
regional office of the Chief, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, Flight 
Standards Division (or Chief, Aircraft 
Certification Program/Division), and 
may be obtained (or purchased) from 
the General Services Administration, 
Business Service Center, Region 3, 7th 
and D Streets, S.W., Washington, D.C. 
20407.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November
б , 1981.
M. C. Beard,
Director, Office o f Airworthiness.
[FR Doc. 81-32933 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CO DE 4910-13-M

Life Preservers; Request for 
Comments on Draft Technical 
Standard Order
a g e n c y : Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Request for comments on draft 
Technical Standard Order (TSO).

s u m m a r y : The draft TSO-Cl3d 
prescribes the minimum performance 
standards that life preservers must meet 
to be identified with the TSO marking 
“TSO-Cl3d.”

DATE: Comments must identify the TSO 
file number and be received on or before 
February 19,1982.
a d d r e s s : Send all comments on the 
draft Technical Standard Order to:
Federal Aviation Administration, Systems

Branch, AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering
Division, Office of Airworthiness—File No.
TSO-Cl3d, 800 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591

Or deliver comments to:
Room 335, 800 Independence Avenue, S.W.,

Washington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Bobbie ]. Smith, Systems Branch, 
AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering Division, 
Office of Airworthiness, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591, Telephone (202) 
426-8395.

Comments received on the draft 
Technical Standard Order may be 
inspected, before and after the closing 
date for comments, at Room 335, FAA 
Headquarters Building (FOB-10A), 800 
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591, between 8:30 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to 
comment on the proposed TSO listed in 
this notice by submitting such written 
data, views, or arguments as they may 
desire. Communications should identify 
the TSO file number and be submitted to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the Director 
of Airworthiness before issuing the final 
TSO.

It should be noted that under 
paragraph (d) of the proposed TSO, one 
year after the date of the revised TSO, 
newly manufactured life preservers may 
not be identified as meeting the older 
TSO-C13 standard.

How To Obtain Copies

A copy of the proposed draft TSO 
may be obtained by contacting the 
person under “For Further Information 
Contact.” Federal Test Method Standard 
No. 191A may be examined at any FAA 
regional office of the Chief, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, Flight 
Standards Division (or Chief, Aircraft 
Certification Program/Division), and 
may be obtained (or purchased) from 
the General Services Administration, 
Business Service Center, Region 3, 7th 
and D Streets SW., Washington, D.C. 
20407.
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Issued in Washington, D;C., on November
6,1981.
M. C. Beard,
Director, Office o f Airworthiness.
[FR Doc. 81-32937 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 4910-13-M

Liferaft (Reversible and 
Nonreversible); Request for 
Comments on Draft Technical 
Standard Order
a g e n c y ; Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Request for comments on draft 
Technical Standard Order (TSO).

SUMMARY; The draft TSO-C70a 
prescribes the mimimum performance 
standard that liferafts (reversible and 
nonreversible) must meet the order to be 
identified with the TSO marking “TSO - 
C70a.”
DATE: Comments must identify the TSO 
file number and be received on or before 
February 19,1982.
ADDRESS; Send all comments on the 
draft Technical Standard Order to:
Federal Aviation Administration, Systems 

Branch, AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering 
Division, Office of Airworthiness—File No. 
TSO-C70a, 800 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591.

Or deliver comments to:
Room 335,800 Independence Avenue, S.W., 

Washington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Bobbie J. Smith, Systems Branch, 
ASW-130, Aircraft Engineering Division, 
Office of Airworthiness, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, Telephone (202) 
426-8395.

Comments received on the draft 
Technical Standard Order may be 
inspected, before and after the closing 
date for comments, at Room 335, FAA 
Headquarters Building (FOB-10A), 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, between 8:30 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to 

comment on the proposed TSO listed in 
this notice by submitting such written 
data, views, or arguments as they may 
desire. Communications should identify 
the TSO file number and be submitted to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the Director 
of Airworthiness before issuing the final 
TSO.

How To Obtain Copies
A copy of the proposed draft TSO 

may b e obtained by contacting the 
person under “For Further Information 
Contact.” Federal Test Method 
Standards No. 191 may be examined at 
any FAA regional Office of the Chief, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
Flight Standards Division (or the Chief, 
Aircraft Certification Program/Division), 
and may be obtained (or purchased) 
from the General Services 
Administration, Business Service 
Center, Region 3 ,7th and D Streets,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20407.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November
4,1981.
M. C. Beard,
Director, Office o f Airworthiness.
[FR Doc. 81-32934 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

Personnel Parachute Assemblies; 
Request for Comments on Draft 
Technical Standard Order
AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Request for comments on draft 
Technical Standard Order (TSO).

s u m m a r y : The draft TSO-C23c 
prescribes the minimum performance 
standard that personnel parachute 
assemblies must meet in order to be 
identified with the TSO marking “TSO - 
C23c."
DATE: Comments must identify the TSO 
file number and be received on or before 
February 19,1982.
ADDRESS: Send all comments on the 
draft Technical Standard Order to:
Federal Aviation Administration, Systems 

Branch, AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering 
Division, Office of Airworthiness—File No. 
TSO-C23c, 800 Independence Avenue, 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591.

Or deliver comments to:
Room 335,800 Independence Avenue, S.W., 

Washington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Bobbie}. Smith, Systems Branch, 
AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering Division, 
Office of Airworthiness, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, Telephone (202) 
426-8395.

Comments received on the draft 
Technical Standard Order may be 
inspected, before and after the closing 
date for comments, at Room 335, FAA 
Headquarters Building (FOB-10A), 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, between 8:30 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m.

SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to 

comment on the proposed TSO listed in 
this notice by submitting such written 
data, views, or agruments as they may 
desire. Communications should identify 
the TSO file number and be submitted to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the Director 
of Airworthiness before issuing the final 
TSO.

How To Obtain Copies
A copy of the proposed draft TSO - 

C23c may be obtained by contacting the 
person under “For Further Information 
Contact.” TSO-C23c references Society 
of Automotive Engineers, Inc. (SAE), 
Aerospace Standard (AS) 8015 dated 
September 1,1976, which may be 
purchased from the Society of 
Automotive Engineers, Inc., Department 
331,400 Commonwealth Drive, 
Warrendale, Pennsylvania 15096.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November
6,1981.
M. C. Beard,
Director, Office o f Airworthiness.
[FR Doc. 81-32931 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

Protective Breathing Equipment; 
Request for Comments on Draft 
Technical Standard Order
AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Request for comments on draft 
Technical Standard Order (TSO).

SUMMARY: The draft TSO-C99 
prescribes the minimum performance 
standard that protective breathing 
equipment must meet in order to be 
identified with the TSO marking 
“TSO-C99.”
DATE: Comments must identify the TSO 
file number and be received on or before 
February 19,1982.
ADDRESS: Send all comments on the 
draft Technical Standard Order to:
Federal Aviation Administration, Systems 

Branch, AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering 
Division, Office of Airworthiness—File No. 
TSO-C99, 800 Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591.

Or deliver comments to:
Room 335,800 Independence Avenue SW., 

Washington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Bobbie ). Smith, Systems Branch, 
AWS-130, Aircraft Engineering Division,
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Office of Airworthiness, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591, Telephone (202) 
426-8395.

Comments received on the draft 
Technical Standard Order may be 
inspected, before and after the closing 
date for comments, at Room 335, FAA 
Headquarters Building (FOB-lOA), 800 
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591, between 8:30
а. m. and 5:00 p.m.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to 

comment on the proposed TSO listed in 
this notice by submitting such written 
data, views, or arguments as they may 
desire. Communications should identify 
the TSO file number and be submitted to 
the address specified above. All 
comm unications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the Director 
of Airworthiness before issuing the final 
TSO.
How To Obtain Copies

A copy of the proposed draft TSO 
may be obtained by contacting the 
person under “For Further Information 
Contact.” TSO-C99 references Society 
of Automotive Engineers, Inc. (SAE) 
Aerospace Standard (AS) 8031 dated 
October 20,1965. SAE AS 8031 
references ASE AS 452A dated October 
20,1965. SAE AS 8031 and AS 452A may 
be purchased from the Society of 
Automotive Engineers, Inc., Department 
331, 400 Commonwealth Drive, 
Warrendale, Pennsylvania 15096. FAA 
report No. FAA-AM-78—41 may be 
obtained from the National Technical 
Information Service (NTIS), Springfield, 
VA 22161.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on November
б , 1981.
M. C. Beard,
Director, Office o f Airworthiness.
[FR Doc. 81-32936-Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement; St. 
Thomas, U.S. Virgin Islands
AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
a c t i o n : Notice of intent.

s u m m a r y ; The FHWA. is issuing this 
notice to advise the public that an 
environmental impact statement will be 
prepared for a proposed project on the

island of St. Thomas, U.S. Virgin 
Islands.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nicholas L  Graf, Territorial 
Representative, Federal Highway 
Administration, U.S. Federal Building, 
Room 114, St. TTiomas, U.S. V.I. 00801. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The 
proposed project location is the corridor 
from Veterans Drive near the Windward 
Passage Hotel to the top of Raphune 
Hill, a length of about 2.5 miles. The 
purpose of the proposed project is the 
reduction of severe traffic congestion 
which presently exists in this corridor.

Several highway construction 
alternatives were studied and included 
in a draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) completed in 1975. This 
draft EIS is being revised to update the 
highway construction alternatives, and 
to consider other transportation 
alternatives such as mass transit 
improvements, auto restricted zones, 
traffic operational improvements to 
existing highways and the no build 
alternative. A scoping meeting will be 
announced and held locally. The 
primary purpose of the scoping meeting 
will be to identify the range of 
alternatives and impacts and the 
significant issues to be addressed in the 
EIS.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.205, Highway Research, 
Planning and Construction. The provisions of 
OMB Circular No. A-95 regarding State and 
local clearinghouse review of Federal and 
federally assisted programs and projects 
apply to this program)

Issued on: November 3,1981.
Nicholas L. Graf,
Territorial Representative, St. Thomas, V.I.
{FR Doc. 81-32712 Ffled 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration

INTERSTATE COMMERCE ^
COMMISSION
[FHWA Docket No. 80-26; Notice 2]

Interstate Motor Carrier Study; Public 
Meeting Announcement and Request 
for Comments on Working Paper
AGENCIES: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT;
Interstate Commerce Commission PCC). 
a c t i o n : Notice.

s u m m a r y : Section 19 of the Motor 
Carrier Act of 1980 directs the Secretary 
of Transportation and the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to conduct a 
study of individual State regulations and 
requirements imposed on interstate

motor carriers. A working paper, 
“Options for Uniform State Regulations, 
Working Paper I,” which outlines 
several options for achieving greater 
uniformity in State motor carrier 
regulations, has been completed. The 
FHWA and the ICC will hold a public 
hearing on December 8,1981, to receive 
public comments on the working paper 
as well as comments on any other 
aspect of the study issues. 
Representatives of State government 
and the motor carrier industry are 
invited to attend. Comments to the 
docket are also solicited.
DATES: Meeting—December 8,1981; 
comments to the docket on the working 
paper should be submitted by December 
15,1981, to increase the likelihood of 
influencing the final report.

Tim e: Meeting—9:30 a.m.-5:00 p.m.
P lace: Hearing Room B, Interstate 

Commerce Commission, 12th and 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C.
a d d r e s s : Submit written comments, 
preferably in triplicate, to FHWA 
Docket No. 80-26, Notice 2, Room 4205, 
HCC-10, Federal Highway 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. All comments 
and the working papers will be 
available for examination at the above 
address between 7:45 a jn . and 4:15 pun., 
ET, Monday through Friday. Those 
desiring notification of receipt of 
comments must include a self- 
addressed, stamped postcard.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
FHWA: Mr. James R. Link, Chief, 
Operations Analysis Branch, 202/426- 
0570; or Mrs. Kathleen S. Markman,
Trial Attorney, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, 202/426-0346, Federal Highway 
Administration, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. Office hours 
are Monday through Friday, 7:45 a.m. to 
4:15 p.m., ET. ICC: Mr. Roy Wilkins, 
Transportation Specialist Motor Carrier 
Policy, 202/275-6860, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 12th and 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20423. Office hours are Monday 
through Friday, 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., ET. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background
This study arose from concerns 

expressed by Congress in section 19 of 
the Motor Carrier Act of 1980, that 
interstate motor carriers are burdened 
by individual State regulations. 
Representatives of the FHWA and the 
ICC formed a team to develop “ * * * 
recommendations to provide a more 
efficient and equitable system of State 
regulations for interstate motor
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carriers.” The congressional mandate 
under Section 19 of the Act calls for 
consultation with the States and the 
industry in carrying out this charge.

To satisfy the concerns of Congress, in 
November 1980 the FHWA and ICC held 
a series of public meetings throughout 
the Nation to obtain information on 
problems faced by the interstate 
segment of the motor carrier industry. 
These were held in Boston, 
Massachusetts; Atlanta, Georgia; Fort 
Worth, Texas; Los Angeles, California; 
Seattle, Washington; Denver, Colorado; 
Chicago, Illinois; and Washington, D.C. 
More than 350 people participated in the 
meetings, providing close to 200 formal 
statements which identify problems 
with interstate trucking. Another 75 to 
100 letters and statements were received 
.by the agencies through the mail. These 
statements were received and 
consolidated into a report entitled 
“Comments on Uniform State 
Regulations” which was published in 
February 1981. The report was 
distributed to all affected State agencies 
(vehicle tax commissions, motor vehicle 
administrators, public service 
commissions, and State highway 
departments) as well as persons, groups, 
and companies that participated in the 
public meetings or provided comments 
by mail.

To follow up on the comments, the 
DOT and ICC team met with 
representatives of State and industry 
groups to solicit additional comments 
and reactions to those already provided 
as outlined in the February report. From 
these State and industry contacts and 
numerous resource documents, DOT, 
and ICC staff conducted an evaluation 
of State regulations affecting interstate 
truck travel. The analysis has led to the 
formulation of various optional solutions 
to the problems along with a written 
discussion of both the positive and 
negative characteristics of each.

These optional solutions are 
presented in the working paper 
primarily to explore the range of 
solutions from which recommendations 
will be chosen for submission to 
Congress in January 1982. The working 
paper will be distributed to State 
agencies and those in industry who have 
expressed interest Copies of the report 
can be inspected at the docket room. 
Limited copies are available for 
distribution. Other working papers, 
describing in greater detail differences 
in State requirements will be published 
soon and made available in limited 
quantities. These will cover topics 
including economic regulation, fuel 
taxes, and vehicle registration. At the 
public meeting in Washington, D.C., on

December 8,1981, State and industry 
representatives will be able to make 
formal statements on the issue of 
uniform State regulations and 
practicable means for attaining them. 
Those desiring to make a formal 
presentation should contact Roy 
Wilkins, Motor Carrier Policy, ICC, at 
202/275-6860, to arrange for a time on 
the agenda. Written comments are also 
requested.

All statements made prior to and at 
the December 8,1981, public meeting, 
and for a short time thereafter, will be 
carefully evaluated and a final report 
will be prepared for adoption by the 
Secretary of Transportation and the 
Interstate Commerce Commission.

Issued on: October 30,1981.
Martin D. Zell,
Deputy Director, State/Community Affairs, 
Interstate Commerce Commission.
L. P. Lamm,
Executive Director, Federal Highway 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 81-32763 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration

[Docket No. IP81-10; Notice 2]

Chrysler Corp.; Grant of Petition for 
Determination of Inconsequentiaiity

This notice grants the petition by 
Chrysler Corp., Detroit, Michigan 
(“Chrysler” herein), to be exempted 
from the notification and remedy 
requirements of the National Traffic and 
Motor Vehicle Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 1381 
et seq .) for an apparent noncompliance 
with 49 CFR 571.110 Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 110, Tire Selection  
and Rims fo r  Passenger Cars, on the 
basis that it is inconsequential as it 
relates to motor vehicle safety.

Notice of the petition was published 
on April 23,1981, and an opportunity 
afforded for comment (46 FR 23185).

Approximately 17,000 1981 model 
Plymouth Reliant and Dodge Aries 
passenger cars equipped with bucket 
seats may carry tire inflation placards 
(required by Standard No. 110) stating 
an incorrect seating capacity and 
vehicle capacity weight. The placards 
indicate that the front seating capacity 
is three persons when the correct 
capacity is two, that the occupant 
capacity is six when actually it is five, 
and that the total passenger capacity 
weight is 1,050 pounds when it is 900 
pounds.

Chrysler argued that the incorrect 
seating capacity noncompliance is 
inconsequential because the physical 
limitations of the vehicle preclude the 
addition of a third passenger in the front 
compartment. Further, even if the 
vehicle were loaded with an additional 
150 pounds, its tire load limits would not 
be exceeded because they “are identical 
to . . . passenger cars equipped with 
bench seats and six-passenger seating 
capacity.” Chrysler also referenced 
previous agency grants of petitions 
concerning identical noncompliances by 
General Motors (Dockets Nos. IP78-6 
and IP79-11J.

No comments were received on the 
petition.

There is precedent in the agency’s 
previous grants of petitions by General 
Motors for identical noncompliance with 
Standard No. 110. Loading of the vehicle 
with one person more than the placard 
indicates as vehicle capacity will not 
cause the tire load limits to be exceeded. 
Accordingly, petitioner has met its 
burden that the noncompliance herein 
described is inconsequential as it relates 
to motor vehicle Safety, and its petition 
is granted.

The engineer and lawyer primarily 
responsible for this notice are Art Neill 
and Taylor Vinson, respectively.
(Sec. 102, Pub. L  93-492, 88 Stat. 1470 (15 
U.S.C. 1417); delegations of authority at 49 
CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on November 9,1981.
Michael M. Finkelstein,
Associate Administrator for Rulemaking.
(FR Doc. 81-32880 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-59-M

[Docket No. IP81-3; Notice 2]

Firestone Tire & Rubber Co.; Grant of 
Petition for Determination of 
Inconsequential Noncompliance

This notice grants the petition by 
Firestone Tire & Rubber Company of 
Akron, Ohio, to be exempted from the 
notification and remedy requirements of 
the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle 
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.) for an 
apparent noncompliance with 49 CFR 
571.119, Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
No. 119, N ew Pneum atic Tires fo r  
V ehicles Other Than Passenger Cars. 
The basis of the petition was that the 
noncompliance is inconsequential as it 
relates to motor vehicle safety.

Notice of the petition was published 
in the Federal Register on February 19, 
1981, and an opportunity afforded for 
comment (46 FR 13059).

Paragraph S6.5 of Standard No. 119 
requires tires to be marked with certain



56296 Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 220 / Monday, Novem ber 16, 1981 / N otices

information on each sidewall. Firestone 
has produced “not more than 51 tires” at 
its Memphis, Tenn., plant on November 
24-25,1980, with incorrect or missing 
information on the sidewall. The correct 
information on the serial sidewall reads:
10.00- 20 Load Range G
10 Plies Nylon 14 Ply Rating Tube Type 
Max Load Single 6040 lbs. at 100 PSI

Cold
Max Load Dual 5300 lbs. at 90 PSI Cold

The information on the side opposite 
the serial side, however, reads:
10.00- 20 Nylon 
Load Range F 
12 Ply Rating

The tires, therefore, fail to state the 
maximum load rating and corresponding 
inflation pressure, the words “tube type” 
while containing an incorrect tire load 
range and actual number of plies. The 
noncompliance was caused by “two 
instances in which stamping cover 
plates fell out of the top halves of molds, 
so as to expose pre-FMVSSll9 
stamping.“ The same molds are used to 
cure Load Range G and Load Range F 
tires of this type in size 10.00-20. Some 
of the noncompliant tires have been 
retrieved from Firestone facilities.

The noncompliance is said to be 
inconsequential for several reasons. 
First, mismounting the tire on the wrong 
size rim will not occur as “there is no 
tubeless rim available in this size and a 
tubeless valve is too small to fill the 
tube-type slot”. Second, the correct ply 
information does appear on the other 
sidewall and can be referred to "at the 
time of purchase, time of retreading 
and/or time of application”. Thus, user 
reliance on “understated load range and 
ply-rating” will not increase the 
likelihood of overloading but should 
increase the user’s margin of safety. 
Fourth, “any user who actually searches 
for [tire load-rating and corresponding 
inflation pressure] on the tire sidewall 
will be sufficiently knowledgeable and/ 
or concerned to check the inward 
sidewall if the outward sidewall does 
not contain it” because “the trucking 
community is generally more attentive 
to tire capability information than are 
passenger car tire purchasers.”

No comments were received on the 
petition.

In the past, the agency has denied 
some inconsequential petitions 
involving incorrect tire marking on the 
basis that the erroneous or missing 
information is required by a specific 
statutory provision [15 U.S.C. 1421, 
Section 201 of the National Traffic and 
Motor Vehicle Safety Act), rather than 
by an agency regualtion alone. (See, for

example, U niroyal Tire C o ., 44 FR 60836) 
In light of the current economic 
situation, NHTSA has reviewed this 
position and concluded that the sole 
determinant should be the criterion of 
section 157 (15 U.S.C. 1417), whether the 
noncompliance is inconsequential as it 
relates to motor vehicle safety. It bases 
this conclusion upon the legislative 
history which specifically cities labeling 
as an area in which the Congress 
intended inconsequentiality petitions to 
be granted, and upon its analogy of the 
principle of legal construction that if 
conflicting statutes exist the latter 
enacted controls. In this instance, 
section 157, enacted in 1974, does not 
exclude section 201, enacted in 1966, 
from inconsequentiality considerations.

With respect to the Firestone 
noncompliance, the affected population 
is small, “not more than 51”. The 
incorrect load range designation 
understates rather than overstates the 
load carrying capacity of the tire. The 
likelihood is small that four affected 
tires would be placed on the same 
vehicle, or if so placed, that all four 
would be mounted with the serial side 
inwards containing the correct 
information. Accordingly, petitioner has 
met its burden of persuasion that the 
noncompliance herein described is 
inconsequential as it relates ot motor 
vehicle safety, and its petition is 
granted.
(Sec. 102, Pub. L. 93-492, 99 Stat. 1470 (15 
U.S.C. 1417): delegations of authority at 49 
CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on November 9,1981.
Michael M. Finkelstein,
Associate Administrator for Rulemaking.
(FR Doc. 81-32882 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-59-M

[Docket No. IP81-22; Notice 1]

General Motors Corp.; Receipt of 
Petition for Inconsequential 
Noncompiiance

General Motors Corp. (“GM”) of 
Warren, Michigan has petitioned to be 
exempted from the notification and 
remedy requirements of the National 
Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act (15 
U.S.C. 1381 e tse q .) for a noncompliance 
with 49 CFR 571.101-80, Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 101-80, Controls 
and D isp la ys. The basis of the petition 
is that the noncompliance is 
inconsequential as it relates to motor 
vehicle safety.

The notice of receipt of a petition is 
published under section 157 of the Act

(15 U.S.C. 1417) and does not represent 
any agency decision or exercise of 
judgment concerning the merits of the 
petition.

Paragraph S5.2.1 and Table I of 
Standard No. 101-80 require that a 
hand-operated control, combining 
windshield wiping and washing 
functions on any motor vehicle 
manufactured on or after September 1, 
1980, be identified with the appropriate 
International Standards Organization 
(ISO) symbol.

GM has produced about 140 Brigadier 
Trucks since September 1,1980, in 
which the combination control is 
identified by the wiping symbol only; 
omitted are the dashed lines indicating a 
jet of water. GM does not say whether 
identification has been provided also 
through use of the optional wording 
permitted by Standard No. 101-80, but it 
argues that the noncompliance is 
inconsequential because a dual function 
control is commonly used on motor 
vehicles. Further, the function of the 
control is explained in the Operator’s 
Manual.

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views and 
arguments on the petition of General 
Motors Corp. described above. 
Comments should refer to the docket 
number and be submitted to Docket 
Section, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Room 5108, 400 
Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 
20590. It is requested but not required 
that five copies be submitted.

All comments received before the 
close of business on the comment 
closing date indicated below will be 
considered. The application and 
supporting materials, and all comments 
received after the closing date will also 
be filed and will be considered to the 
extent possible. When the petition is 
granted or denied, notice will be 
published in the Federal Register 
pursuant to the authority indicated 
below.

The engineer and attorney responsible 
for this notice are John Carson and 
Taylor Vinson respectively.

Comment closing date: December 16,1981. 
(Sec. 102, Pub. L. 93-492, 88 Stat. 1470 (15 
U.S.C. 1417); delegation of authority at 49 
CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8)

Issued on November 9,1981.
Michael M. Finkelstein,
Associate Administrator for Rulemaking.
[FR Doc. 81-32881 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-59-M
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Research and Special Programs 
Administration

Executive Office of Trahsportation and 
Construction, Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts; Application for 
Nonpreemption Determination;
Hearing
AGENCY: Research and Spècial Programs 
Administration, Materials 
Transportation Bureaù (MTB), 
Department of Transportation [DOT). 
a c t i o n : Public notice and invitation to 
comment.

s u m m a r y : The Executive Office of 
Transportation and Construction 
(EOTC), Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, has applied for a 
nonpreemption determination to avoid 
preemption by the Hazardous Materials 
Transportation Act (HMTA) and permit 
enforcement of a local ordinance which 
would restrict the storage of hazardous 
materials in rail cars within 
Framingham, Massachusetts.
DATES: A public hearing will be held on 
December 15,1981, (see address below). 
Comments received on or before COB 
January 31,1982, will be considered 
before an order is issued.
ADDRESS: The EOTC application and 
any responses may be reviewed in the 
Dockets Branch, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Room 8426, 400 7th St., 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590 between 
the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. 
weekdays. Comments on the application 
should be sumitted with five copies to 
the Dockets Branch at the above 
address. For the comment to be 
docketed and considered, a copy must 
be sent to Mr. Barry M. Locke,
Secretary, Executive Office of 
Transportation and Construction, 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 1 
Ashburton Place, Boston, Massachusetts 
01208. Certification that a comment copy 
was sent to Mr. Locke must accompany 
the comment.

The public hearing will be held at 
Lower Nevins Hall in the Memorial 
Building, Framingham, Massachusetts 
(located at Concord Square between 
Concord Street and Union Avenue). The 
hearing will begin at 10:00 a.m., break 
for a one-hour lunch at 12:30 p.m. and 
continue, if necessary, until 5:00 p.m.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Douglas Crockett, Office of the Chief 
Counsel (DCC-1), 400 7th Street SW., 
Room 8420, Washington, D.C. (202) 755- 
4972.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background
Section 112(a) of the Hazardous 

Materials Transportation Act (Title I of

Pub. L. 93-633; 49 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) 
(HMTA) expressly preempts “any 
requirement of, a State or political 
subdivision thereof, which is 
inconsistent with any requirement” of 
the HMTA or regulations issued under 
the HMTA. Under section 112(b), waiver 
of such preemption occurs if upon the 
application of an appropriate State 
agency, the Secretary of DOT 
determines that the State or local 
requirement provides an equal or 
greater level of public safety than 
HMTA requirements and does not 
unreasonably burden commerce.

Regulations codified at 49 CFR 
107.201-107.225 provide separate 
procedures for inconsistency rulings and 
nonpreemption determinations. Briefly, 
a nonpreemption determination, as is 
being sought here, is an administrative 
determination than an inconsistent State 
or political subdivision requirement 
meets the two criteria of section 112(b) 
of the HMTA. A nonpreemption 
determination waives preemption and, 
once issued, continues in effect so long 
as the inconsistent requirement is 
effectively enforced or until a change 
occurs in the Federal requirement upon 
which the determination is based.

The Secretary of DOT may issue a 
nonpreemption determination only if he 
finds the particular State or political 
subdivision requirement: (1) Provides an 
equal or greater level of public safety 
than the HMTA or regulations issued 
thereunder and (2) does not unduly 
burden commerce. Title 49 CFR 
107.221(b) sets forth the following 
factors to be considered in determining 
whether the State or political 
subdivision requirement unduly burdens 
commerce:

(1) The extent to which increased costs and 
impairment of efficiency result from the State 
or political subdivision requirement.

(2) Whether the State or political 
subdivision requirement has a rational basis.

(3) Whether the State or political 
subdivision requirement achieves its stated 
purpose.

(4) Whether there is need for uniformity r- 
with regard to the subject concerned and if 
so, whether the State or political subdivision 
requirement competes or conflicts with those 
of other States and political subdivisions.

II. The Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Application for a Nonpreemption 
Determination

The Massachusetts Executive Office 
of Transportation and Construction 
(EOTC) petitioned DOT for a 
nonpreemption determination in behalf 
of the Town of Framingham, 
Massachusetts. DOT received the 
petition on June 30,1980.

EOTC states that Framingham, which 
is located 19 miles west of Boston, is a

municipality of approximately 70,000 
people with a population density of 
2,482 persons per sq. mi. The 
Consolidated Rail Corporation 
(CONRAIL) operates a large switching 
yard in Framingham. EOTC also states 
that due to inadequate storage ability 
and local regulation in Fitchburg and 
Leominster, Massachusetts, tank cars 
containing vinyl chloride destined for 
industrial use in those two towns are 
being stored at the CONRAIL railyard 
until space becomes available at the 
industrial sites. Fitchburg and 
Leominster are located approximately 
30-35 miles northwest of Framingham.

Massachusetts law permits cities and 
towns to make and enforce bylaws 
concerning flammable liquids, 
flammable gases, explosives A, B, and 
C, blasting agents, flammable solids, 
organic peroxides and oxidizers, 
provided they are consistent with the 
regulations issued by the Massachusetts 
Board of Fire Prevention Regulations. 
Under this authority, Framingham 
attempted to restrict the storage of vinyl 
chloride in the CONRAIL railyard by 
passing the following by-law:

No building, or other
structure, * * * including any railroad or 
tank car, whether stationary or in transit, 
shall be used for keeping, storage, 
manufacture or sale of any of the articles (as 
generally named above), unless the local 
licensing authority (i.e. Board of Selectmen) 
shall have granted a license to use the land 
on which or over which such building or 
railroad or tank car is to be situated.

CONRAIL filed for a preliminary 
injunction in the U.S. District Court of 
Massachusetts seeking to prevent the 
enforcement of the Framingham 
ordinance. On May 24,1979, the District 
Court granted CONRAIL’s preliminary 
injunction holding the ordinance was 
preempted by the HMTA. Consolidated  
R a il Corporation v. John H ancock, et al. 
C.A. 79-0983-MA (D. Mass., May 24, 
1979). _

The EOTC subsequently applied for a 
nonpreemption determination on behalf 
of Framingham under 49 CFR 
107.219(c)(2) which states that an 
application for a nonpreemption 
determination will be considered only if 
the State or political subdivision 
requirement has been determined by a 
court of competent jurisdiction or in a 
ruling issued under § 107.209 to be 
inconsistent with the requirements of 
the Act or they régulations issued Under 
the Act, or the inconsistency is 
expressly acknowledged by the 
applicant.

The EOTC concedes that the by-law 
promulgated by Framingham is 
inconsistent with 49 CFR 171.2(b), 174.3
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and 177.800-177.802, and the District 
court found it legislatively preempted. 
We also note apparent inconsistency 
with 49 CFR 174.16(b)(2) (quoted infra). 
Although inconsistent, EOTC requests 
on behalf of Framingham that DOT find 
the by-law is not preempted by Federal 
Regulation because it: “(1) affords 
greater protection to the public than the 
relevant Federal Regulations and (2) 
does not burden commerce.” EOTC’s 
argument in support of its position is 
contained in its application for a 
nonpreemption determination which 
appears in part as Appendix A.

A . Facts
The DOT tentatively has determined 

the following facts from written 
comments and its own investigations. 
The shipments of vinyl chloride required 
by the Borden Chemical Company in 
Leominster, Mass., and the Great 
American Chemical Company in 
Fitchburg, Mass., originate at the Borden 
Chemical Company in Geismer, 
Louisiana and the Great American 
Chemical Corporation in Plaquemine, 
Louisiana, respectively. The waybills 
designate the plants in Fitchburg and 
Leominster as the final destinations and 
points of delivery. The trip between 
Louisiana and Framingham, Mass., takes 
approximately 8-10 days, although some 
trains take longer.

The cars arrive at Framingham by a 
through freight train, operating between 
Selkirk, New York and either Beacon 
Park or Readville yards in Boston, on 
the former Boston and Albany line of 
the New England Division of the Conrail 
New England Regiop. The cars are set 
off in Nevins Yard adjacent to the main 
line and then transferred to the North 
Yard by a yard switcher, usually on the 
same day they arrive. The North Yard is 
located a short distance north of the 
Boston and Albany line and is at the 
southern end of the Fitchburg Secondary 
track.

The North Yard is located very near 
the Framingham downtown area. Main 
Street is two blocks away. Within a
2,500 foot radius of the yard is a 
hospital, high school and approximately 
ten thousand people. DOT’S Hazardous 
Materials Emergency Response 
Guidebook (1980) recommends 
evacuating a half-mile radius around a 
vinyl chloride tank car involved in a fire.

Once the cars arrive in Framingham, 
the freight agent there notifies the 
consignees, the plants in Fitchburg and 
Leominster, of the arrival and requests 
placement instructions. In the event 
either consignee cannot accept the cars 
for placement and unloading because 
track room is unavailable, the carrier, 
CONRAIL, is so informed and the cars

are stored in the Framingham North 
Yard. The cars are put on constructive 
placement and required charges are 
assessed. CONRAIL applies 49 CFR 
174.16(b)(2) which states:

(b) Delivery at agency stations. A carrier 
shall require the consignee of each shipment 
of hazardous materials to remove the 
shipment from carrier’s property within 48 
hours (exclusive of Saturdays, Sundays, and 
holidays) after notice of arrival has been sent 
or given. If not so removed, the carrier shall 
immediately dispose of the shipments as 
follows:
* * * * *

(2) Hazardous Materials, except Class A  
explosives, in carload shipments: By storage 
on the carrier’s property; by storage on other 
than the carrier’s property, if safe storage on 
the carrier’s property is not available; or by 
sale at expiration of 15 calendar days after 
notice of arrival has been sent or given to the 
consignee, provided the consignor has been 
notified of the non-delivery at the expiration 
of a 48-hour period and orders for disposition 
have not been received.

CONRAIL officials maintain that by 
providing storage in the North Yard, the 
cars are in the safest and most secure 
place. The facility is a twenty-four hour 
facility policed by security personnel. 
Framingham officials, on the other hand, 
maintain storage in the North Yard is 
not safe at all. Framingham officials 
further contend the access to water to 
contain an explosion and/or fire is not 
adequate. The only water easily 
accessible is through a 4" main which 
only pumps 250-300 gallons a minute. 
Additional water would require relay 
pumping.

Cars of vinyl chloride are now stored 
in Framingham in accordance with a 
first in/first out method. Some cars have 
been stored for more than twenty days, 
however.

Both consignees are located on the 
Fitchburg Secondary track. Borden in 
Leominster is located 30.5 miles to the 
North of the North Yard and Great 
American in Fitchburg is located 35.2 
miles to the North of North Yard. Trains 
bound for Leominster and Fitchburg 
leave Framingham once a day, Monday 
through Friday.

CONRAIL contends there is no 
storage for this traffic between 
Framingham and Fitchburg. In addition, 
CONRAIL states that storage beyond 
Framingham would require construction 
of new sidings or yards. Rural sidings, 
however, would not be protected from 
vandals or hunters.

The Great American Chemical Plant 
located in Fitchburg employs 
approximately 135 people. The plant 
requires five cars of vinyl chloride a 
week. The plant produces vinyl chloride 
resins and compounds. Without vinyl 
chloride, the plant would shut down.

According to the plant officials, it would 
take three days to start up the plant 
once it has been shut down.

At the Great American plant, there 
are two spur tracks that are used to 
unload vinyl chloride from tank cars.
Both spur tracks are parallel to the main 
track. One is 175 feet in length (from 
clearance point to end of track) with two 
unloading racks. On this track the cars 
are spotted for unloading a short 
distance from the end of the track and 
from one another, thus, leaving room for 
only one additional car between the 
clearance point and 1st car. Length of 
cars vary from 56 feet to 64 feet. The 
other track is 95 feet between clearance 
point and end of track and will hold 
only one car for unloading.
Consequently, the combined trackage 
allows the storage of 3 tank cars of vinyl ’ 
chloride at one time.

In addition to the spur tracks at Great 
American, a main track exists extending 
2,300 feet north of the north gate. In that 
distance, a run-around track exists and 
is used to turn around the train with the 
locomotives and depart southward. 
According to a CONRAIL trainmaster, 
the main track and running track cannot 
be used for holding cars because it 
would greatly disrupt their railroad 
operation and those cars would not be 
in a safe and secure location. The main 
track, running track and the spur tracks 
are enclosed in a fenced area; gates are 
installed to the North and South and are 
closed and locked, except during 
switching operations.

Great American apparently had plans 
to expand their trackage to allow for 
greater storage capacity in 1980, but 
local approval did not appear likely so 
those plans were abandoned. Local 
regulation of tank cars of vinyl chloride 
in Fitchburg and Leominster does not 
present a question of inconsistency 
under the HMTA because the cars have 
been delivered and at that point are no 
longer in transportation.

The Borden Chemical Company Plant 
in Leominster employs approximately 
350 people. The plant requires twenty 
cars of vinyl chloride a week. The plant 
produces polyvinyl chloride and without 
vinyl chloride, the plant would shut 
down. According to plant officers, once 
the plant is shut down, starting up again 
is a difficult and costly process.

At the Borden plant, there is one 
deadend track paralleling the main track 
that will only accommodate five tank 
cars spotted for unloading. Two other 
tracks enter the Borden Chemical 
Company facility and extend a distance 
within the facility. At the beginning of 
these tracks, there is a loading facility 
for loading hopper cars with plastic
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pellets and other products. The hopper 
cars are moved by a donkey engine 
when loaded and empties are spotted 
for loading by the sarnie method. 
According to the Borden officials, these 
tracks cannot be used for storage of 
tank cars because of Borden’s operation 
with the hopper cars. In addition to 
these tracks, there is a run-around track 
at Leominster that is used for switching. 
According to a CONRAIL trainmaster, 
storing tank cars on the run-around 
track would not be safe or secure and 
would cause serious operating problems.
III. Public Comment

Discussion and comments should be 
focused on (1) whether the Framingham 
by-law affords an equal or greater level 
of safety to the general public than 
provided under the Department’s 
Hazardous Materials Regulations 
(particularly 49 CFR 174.16(b)(2)); and
(2) whether the Framingham by-law 
unduly burdens commerce. Other issues 
involved include:

A(l) alternatives to the storage of 
vinyl chloride tank cars in the 
Framingham North Yard.

(2) Effects of enforcing only some of 
the restrictions in the Framingham by
law.

(3) The extent to which the 
circumstances in Framingham are 
unique.

(4) The extent to which circumstances 
at railyards located elsewhere are 
analogous.
A. Public Hearing

The hearing will be informal and will 
not be a judicial or evidentiary-type 
hearing. There will be no cross- 
examination of persons presenting 
statements.

During the hearing, opportunity will 
be provided for both proponents and 
opponents of EOTC’s application to 
present their views. Any interested 
persons, public official or representative 
of a civil, public interest, or industry 
group may request to testify.
Participants will be permitted a 
maximum of fifteen minutes for each 
presentation. If requests received 
exceed the available time, we will ask 
prospective witnesses with similar 
views to combine their presentations. In 
the event that accommodations cannot 
be made, witnesses will be assigned by 
lot.

Any interested persons, public official 
or organizational representative desiring 
to participate must write the Dockets 
Branch, Room 8426, Nassif Building, 400 
7th St. SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. The 
letter must be received by COB 
December 11,1981, and provide the 
following information.

1. Name and address.
2. Telephone number during normal 

working hours.
3. Capacity in which organization will 

be made (i.e., public official or 
organizational representative, with 
name of group represented).

4. Position—pro or con EOTC’s 
application.

5. Time desired, if less than fifteen 
minutes.
A schedule will be available at the 
hearing naming the participants and the 
order in which they will appear.

Written comments by any interested 
persons, including those who may not 
have sufficient time to express their full 
views at the hearing, are invited through 
January 31,1982. The comment should 
be sent to the Dockets Branch at the 
address listed above. We request that 
five copies be sent with the comment if 
possible.

All written comments, as well as a 
transcript of the hearing, will become 
part of the record of the proceeding.

Any questions relating to this notice 
should be addressed to Douglas 
Crockett, Office of the Chief Counsel, at 
the address previously shown.
(49 U.S.C. 1811(b), 49 CFR 107.217-.219.)

Issued in Washington, D.C. on November 5, 
1981.
Alan I. Roberts,
Associate Director, Office o f Hazardous 
Materials Regulations.
APPENDIX A—Abstract of Application for 
Nonpreemption Determination by the 
Massachusetts Executive Office of 
Transportation and Construction (EOTC) on 
Behalf of the Town of Framingham, 
Massachusetts

Note.—Materials appended to EOTC’s 
application, not reproduced here, include C. 
148 sections 1 and 9, Massachusetts General 
Laws Annotated; a map of the Town of 
Framingham: a tabulation of vinyl chloride 
tank cars present in the railyard from 5/1/79  
through 11/6/79; and a copy of the opinion in 
Consolidated Rail Corp. v. Hancock, C.A. 79- 
0983-MA (D. Mass., May 24,1979). A full 
copy of the EOTC application may be 
obtained by request to the Dockets Branch at 
the address indicated previously. The 
pertinent text is shown below.

Text

Background
The Town of Framingham is a municipality 

of approximately 70,000 people of relatively 
high density (2,482 person/sq. mi.) located 19 
miles west of Boston near the intersections of 
1-90 and 1-495. Consolidated Rail Corporation 
(CONRAIL) maintains a large switching yard 
in the most densely populated part of the 
community. The Board of Selectmen have for 
several months been attempting to limit or 
restrict long term storage of tank cars 
containing vinyl chloride destined for 
industrial users in Fitchburg and Leominster,

Massachusetts, 20 miles northwest of 
Framingham (see attached court order and 
newsclips). Due to inadequate storage ability 
and local regulation in Fitchburg and 
Leominster the vinyl chloride is being held 
for shipment as space becomes available at 
the site of the industrial users. Some tank 
cdrs have been held as long as thirteen days 
(see attached log prepared by the Town of 
Framingham). Framingham, through EOTC, 
requests a ruling on the following by-law:

No building, or other structure (as defined 
in G.L.C. 148 section 1), including any railroad 
or tank car, whether stationary or in transit, 
shall be used for the keeping, storage, 
manufacture or sale of any of the articles 
named in C. 148 section 9, unless the local 
licensing authority (i.e. Board of Selectmen) 
shall have granted a license to use the land 
on which or over which such building or 
railroad or tank car is to be situated.

(1) EOTC Is the Appropriate State Agency To 
Make This Application

Section 19. Agencies within executive 
office of transportation and construction.

The following state agencies are hereby 
declared to be within the executive office of 
transportation and construction: the 
department of public works, including the 
government center commission established 
by section one of chapter six hundred and 
thirty-five of the acts of nineteen hundred 
and sixty, and all other state agencies within 
said department except the registry of motor 
vehicles, the division of motorboats, the 
division of waterways, the bureau of solid 
waste disposal, the outdoor advertising 
division, and outdoor advertising board; and 
the Massachusetts aeronautics commission. 
The Massachusetts Bay Transportation 
Authority, the Massachusetts Port Authority, 
the Massachusetts Turnpike Authority and 
any regional transportation authorities 
established under the provisions of chapter 
one hundred and sixty-one B shall also be 
within the executive office of transportation 
and construction.

Nothing in this chapter shall be construed 
as conferring any powers or imposing any 
duties upon the secretary with respect to the 
foregoing agencies and authorities except as 
expressly provided by law. M.G.L. c. 6A, sec. 
19.
Thus, EOTC is the chief state agency for . 
transportation planning and operations.
(2) Inconsistency

EOTC concedes that the regulation 
promulgated by the Town of Framingham is 
inconsistent with federal regulations 
contained at 49 CFR. EOTC requests that, 
though inconsistent, this regulation not be 
pre-empted by federal regulation as it

1. Affords greater protection to the public 
than does the relevant Federal regulations 
and

2. Does not burden commerce.
The sweep of M.G.L. c. 148, under which 

Framinghanj’s regulation is promulgated, is 
broad. EOTC believes that Sec. 9 of that 
Chapter gives the Town the power to regulate 
all substances that Federal regulations would 
require bear the following placards: (see 
attached)
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Flammable liquids; flammable gases; 
explosives A, B, or C; blasting agent; 
flammable solid; Organic Peroxide; or 
Oxidizer, all as classified in 49 CFR 172.101.

Further, EOTC feels that under traditional 
tests of pre-emption, Framingham’s regulation 
is inconsistent with the following sections of 
CFR Title 49:

1. Section 171.2(b)
2. Section 174.3
3. Sections 177.800, 801 and 802
As noted above, EOTC concedes the local 

rule to be inconsistent with the federal 
scheme. Therefore, pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
1811(b), this officq urges that the local rule 
not be pre-empted.

History/Litigation
The dispute between the Town of 

Framingham and rail carriers of hazardous 
material is on-going, most recently in the case 
of Conrail v. John Hancock et ai.i Civil 
Action No. 79-0983-MA heard in the U.S. 
District Court (Massachusetts) before 
Mazzone, ). In a decision handed down on 
May 24,1979, Judge Mazzone granted 
Conrad's preliminary injunction against the 
Town, effectively denying the Town’s right to 
regulate these substances (see attached 
opinion). As noted on page 7, “the defendants 
(the Town of Framingham) on their own 
initiative, can petition for a rulemaking 
proceeding under the Hazardous Materials 
Transportation Act to establish, amend or 
repeal a regulation.” With this petition, EOTC 
proposes to follow such a procedure.

(3) Framingham Regulation Affords a Greater 
Level o f Protection than is A fforded by 
Current Federal Regulations

Conrad's storage yard is located in the 
most densely populated part of Framingham. 
That area is bounded by the town pond 
(Farm Pond, see attached map) on the west 
and a host of residential streets on the east 
and south. Were an accident to occur at the 
Conrail yard, an evacuation of a 1 mile radius 
would require the movement of 
approximately 8,000 people, including the 
inhabitants of 2 hospitals, 3 nursing homes, 1 
state prison and a school for the deaf. Stated 
simply, there could be no spot more 
inappropriate for storage of flammable or 
explosive hazardous materials than Conrail’s 
Framingham yard.

Framingham’s proposal to license the 
transport of certain classes of materials is 
designed to provide a higher standard of 
safety to the residents of downtown 
Framingham. The town Board of Selectmen 
feels that (1) a licensing procedure will 
encourage speedy transfer of the materials to 
their final destinations, either within or 
without the town, and (2) that local 
emergency personnel would be aware of the 
presence of the hazardous materials and 
could equip themselves to deal with 
emergencies arising therefrom.

Under current Federal regulations, 
substantial amounts of hazardous material 
can be routed through the Framingham yards 
with little local control. These regulations 
further allow for holding of materials while 
enroute for periods of up to 5 days. 49 CFR

174.16. The town’s elected officials protest 
that their town is forced to accept storage of 
hazardous cargoes often bound for other 
localities, with a resultant burden to the 
town’s resources in the form of additional 
expenditures for police and fire protection.

EOTC believes that the town’s licensing 
procedure will provide a greater degree of 
protection by alerting appropriate police and 
fire departments to the presence of these 
cargoes. EOTC further feels that such a 
procedure will impress upon all parties the 
need for extreme caution in the handling of 
these cargoes. Lastly, licensing may 
encourage some shippers to route away from 
the densely populated Framingham yard 
area. This procedure should reduce the local 
population exposure, and provide a greater 
degree of safety than the current regulatory 
scheme.

(4) Framingham’s Regulation Does Not 
Unreasonably Burden Commerce

EOTC concedes the historic breadth of the 
U.S. Constitution’s Commerce Clause. We 
believe that Congress foresaw the potential 
for local regulation of hazardous materials. 
HMTA Sec. 112(b). We believe this by-law 
presents such a case.

In determining whether Framingham’s 
regulation does not unreasonably burden 
commerce, we direct your attention to the 
following:

(a) The regulation concerns legitimate local 
interests

(b) No insuperable bars are placed in the 
path of hazardous materials commerce, and

(c) The regulation does not operate with 
any protectionist effect. [See Section C 
above.]

(A ) The Regulation Concerns Legitimate 
Local Interests

As noted in Sec. 3 above, the town’s 
elected officials are concerned for the health 
and safety of local residents and workers. 
Further, they believe that the presence of 
hazardous materials cargoes in a downtown 
location impedes the growth of Framingham’s 
business district. EOTC believes that the 
town’s concerns afreet health and safety and 
land use—areas of traditional state domain.

(B ) No Insuperable Bars are Placed in the 
Path o f Hazardous M aterials Commerce

With this regulation, Framingham proposes 
to (1) alert all who deal with hazardous 
cargoes to their potential danger and (2) 
encourage shippers to use other routes or 
modes that avoid the Framingham yards. 
Virtually all of the affected materials can 
travel by other modes (probably with shorter 
layover time than currently) or by routes that 
avoid such dense population areas. 
Framingham does not desire to bar such 
cargoes from use of its transportation 
facilities, and concedes that such a goal 
would be prohibited under Federal law. It 
does believe that these licensing procedures 
impose a reasonable system of regulation 
hazardous cargoes.

(C) The Regulation Does Not Operate with 
any Protectionist Effect

While there are some end-product users of 
hazardous materials in Framingham, there 
are few processors. Further, the regulation 
makes no distinction between materials 
passing through the town or being used/ 
stored in the town. Thus, there can be no 
protectionist effect on local concerns that 
might be prohibited by recent Supreme Court 
rulings e.g. City o f Philadelphia v. New Jersey  
437 U.S. 617 (1978). While the regulation may 
operate to divert cargo from Conrail to other 
railroads or trucking operations, EOTC does 
not believe that the Commerce Clause forbids 
such an effect as a result of an even-handed 
regulation, rationally applied. Finally, this 
regulation would apply to all hauling 
vehicles, whatever the mode.

EOTC, on behalf of the Town of 
Framingham, therefore requests that this non
pre-emption petition be favorably acted upon.
[FR Doc. 81-32952 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-60-M

Hazardous Materials; Applications for 
Exemptions
a g e n c y : Research and Special Programs 
Administration, Materials 
Transportation Bureau, DOT. 
a c t i o n : List of Applicants for 
Exemptions.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transportation’s 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
CFR Part 107, Subpart B), notice is 
hereby given that the Office of 
Hazardous Materials Regulation of the 
Materials Transportation Bureau has 
received the applications described 
herein. Each mode of transportation for 
which a particular exemption is 
requested is indicated by a number in 
the “Nature of Application” portion of 
the table below as follows: 1—Motor 
vehicle, 2—Rail freight, 3—Cargo vessel, 
4—Cargo-only aircraft, 5—Passenger
carrying aircraft.
DATE: Comment period closes December 
16,1981.
ADDRESS: Comments to: Dockets 
Branch, Information Services Division, 
Materials Transportation Bureau, U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 
Washington, D.C. 20590.

Comments should refer to the 
application number and be submitted in 
triplicate.
f o r  f u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t io n : Copies of 
the applications are available for 
inspection in the Dockets Branch, Room 
8426, Nassif Building, 400 7th Street, 
SW., Washington, D.C.
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Ne w  E xem ptio n s

Application No. Applicant Regulation(s) affected Nature of exemption thereof

8730- N..

8731- N..

8732- N..

8733- N.. 

8735-N..

8737-N.«

8739- N..

8740- N..

8741- N..

8742- N..

8743- N..

8744- N..

Allied Chemical, Morristown, N J .............

Atlas Powder Company, Tamaqua, PA..

Delta Solvents & Chemicals Company, Dallas, 
TX.

ICI Americas Inc., Wilmington, DE..

Letica Corporation, Rochester, Ml..

Webb Transportation, Santa Maria, CA..

Kerr Steamship Company, Inc., Seattle, WA.

Sherwood Medical Industries, Inc., Deland, FL.

Alpha Aviation, Inc., Dallas, TX..

Cusco Fabricators Ltd., Richmond Hill, Ont., 
Can.

Dow Coming Corporation, Elizabethtown, KY.. 

Aerazue EFA, Paris, France.... .....................

49CFR 173.154(a)(4)... 

49 CFR 173.114a(h)(3). 

49 CFR 173.245(a)(31).

49 CFR 173.315(a)(1).

49 CFR 178.19, Part 173, Subpart F.,

49 CFR 173.119(a)(17), 173.245(a)(31)..

49 CFR 173.1075.176.30..

49 CFR 173.119, 175.3..

49 CFR 172.101, 172.204(c)(3), 173.27, 
175.30(a)(1), 175.320(b), Part 107, Appen
dix B.

49 CFR 173.119(a)(17), 173.245(a)(30),
173.245(a)(31), 178.340-7, 178.342-5,
178.343-5.

49 CFR 173.119(a)(25), 173.119(a)(26),
173.119(b), 173.119(c), 173.119(d).

49 CFR 173.302, 173.304, 175.3.

To .Authorize shipment of potassium nitrite solution classed as an oxidizer 
in DOT Specification MC-311 or MC-312 cargo tanks. (Mode 1).

To authorize a one-time shipment of a blasting agent in a non-DOT 
specification semi-trailer cargo tank. (Mode 1).

To authorize shipment of monoethanolamine, classed as a corrosive 
material in DOT Specification MC-306 cargo tanks constructed of steel 
and aluminum. (Mode 1).

To authorized shipment of various refrigerant gases, classed as nonflam
mable gases in non-DOT specification portable tanks constructed in 
accordance with ASME Section VIII and DOT Specification 51, but not 
certified. (Modes 1, 2, 3).

To manufacture, mark and sell a non-DOT specification 5 gallon, remov
able head polyethylene pail for shipment of those corrosive liquid 
presently authorized in a DOT Specification 34 container. (Modes 1, 2, 
3).

To manufacture, mark and sell non-DOT specification cargo tanks comply
ing generally with DOT Specification MC-307/312 except for bottom 
outlet valve variations for transportation of flammable or corrosive waste 
liquids or semi-solids. (Mode'1).

To authorize shipment of paper scraps (old newspapers), classed as ORM- 
C, packed in strong outside containers, without being baled and listed on 
the dangerous cargo manifest by total weight of container not individual 
bundles. (Mode 3).

To authorize shipment of a fluid containing hexane, classed as a flamma
ble liquid in DOT specification Type 316 stainless steel, pressure vessel 
coated with teflon on the inside not to exceed 5 gallon capacity. (Modes 
1.4).

To authorize carnage of various Class A explosives not permitted for air
"shipment. (Mode 4).

To manufacture, mark and sell non-DOT specification cargo tanks comply
ing generally with DOT Specification MC-307/312 except for bottom 
outlet valve variations for transportation of flammable or corrosive waste 
liquids or semi-solids. (Mode 1).

To authorize a one-time shipment of a non-DOT specification storage tank 
containing petroleum distillate sludge classed as a flammable liquid. 
(Mode 1).

To manufacture, mark and sell non-DOT specification aluminum alloy 
cylinders for shipment of carbon dioxide and mixtures of carbon dioxide 
and nitrogen. (Modes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5).

Section 107 of the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1806: 49 CFR 1.53(e)))
Issued in Washington, DC, on November 4,1981.

), B. Grothe,
Chief, Exemptions Branch, Office o f Hazardous Materials Regulation, Materials Transportation Bureau.
[FR Doc. 81-32857 Filed 11-13-81: 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-60-M

Hazardous Materials; Applications for 
Renewal or Modification of 
Exemptions or Applications To 
Become a Party to an Exemption
agency: Research and Special Projects 
Administration, Materials 
Transportation Bureau, DOT. 
action: List of Applications for Renewal 
or Modification of Exemptions or 
Application to Become a Party to an 
Exemption.

Summary: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transportation’s 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
CFR Part 107, Subpart B), notice is 
hereby given that the Office of 
Hazardous Materials Regulation of the 
Materials Transportation Bureau has 
received the applications described 
herein. This notice is abbreviated to 
expedite docketing and public notice. 
Because the sections affected, modes of 
transportation, and the nature of 
application have been shown in earlier

Federal Register publications, they are 
not repeated here. Except as otherwise 
noted, renewal applications are for 
extension of the exemption terms only. 
Where changes are requested (e.g. to 
provide for additional hazardous 
materials, packaging design changes, 
additional mode of transportation, etc.) 
they are described in footnotes to the 
application number. Application 
numbers with the suffix “X” denote 
renewal; application numbers with 
suffix the “P" denote party to. These 
applications have been separated from 
the new applications for exemptions to 
facilitate processing.
d a t e : Comment period closes December 
1,1981.
a d d r e s s : Comments to: Dockets 
Branch, Information Services Division, 
Materials Transportation Bureau, U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 
Washington, DC 20590.

Comments should refer to the 
application number and be submitted in 
triplicate. _

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Copies of 
the applications are available for 
inspection in the Dockets Branch, Room 
8426, Nassif Building, 400 7th Street, SW, 
Washington, DC.

Application
No. Applicant

Renewal
of

exemp
tion

2326-X......... E. 1. du Pont de Nemours & Com
pany, Inc., Wilmington, DE.

2326

2582-X........ 'Matheson Gas Products, Secau- 
cus, NJ.

2582

2582-X ........ Union Carbide Corporation, Tarry- 
town, NY.

2582

5322-X......... LNG Services, Inc., Pittsburgh, PA... 5322
5454-X......... Allied Corporation, Morristown, NJ... 5454
5972-X ......... E. 1. du Pont de Nemours & Com

pany, Inc., Wilmington, DE.
5972

6523-X......... FMC Corporation, Phildelphia, PA.... 6523
6536-X......... Public Service Electric and Gas 

Company, Newark, NJ.
6536

6536-X......... Southern Connecticut Gas Compa
ny, Bridgeport, CT.

6536

6536-X......... Phildelphia Gas Works, Philadel
phia, PA.

6536

6536-X......... L. P. Transportation, Inc., Chester, 
NY.

6536

6536-X......... New Jersey Natural Gas Compa
ny, Asbury Park, NJ.

6536

6589-X ......... Robertshaw Controls Company, 
Anaheim, CA.

6589

6614-X ......... All Pure Chemical Company, In
corporated, Tracy, CA (See 
Footnote 1).

6614
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Application
No. Applicant

Renewal
of

exemp
tion

6614 -X ......... FMC Corporation, Philadelphia, PA.. 6614
6762-X ........ 6762
6898-X......... Allied Corporation, Morristown, NJ... 6898
6898-X......... E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Com

pany, Inc., Wilmington, DE.
6898

6978-X ........ Liquid Energy Corporation, The 
Woodlands, TX.

6978

7023-X........ Texas Instruments, Incorporated, 
Dallas, TX.

7023

7023-X ........ Western Electric Company, 
Greensboro, NC.

7023

?n?a_x 7023
7nfin_x 7060
7071- X ........ Philip A. Hunt Chemical Corpora

tion, Palisades Park, NJ.
7071

7605-X........ Department of Defense, Washing
ton, DC.

7605

7731-X____ Minnesota Valley Engineering, 
New Prague, MN (See Footnote 
2).

7731

7887-X.....__ Composite Dynamics, Torrance, 
CA.

7887

7887-X_____ Canaroc Spece Models, Irwin 
Group, Toronto ONT, Canada.

7887

7887-X____ Estes Industries, Inc., Penrose, 
CO.

7887

7887-X____ Centuri Engineering Co., Inc., 
Phoenix, AZ.

7887

7887-X____ Flight Systems, Inc., Raytown, MO.. 7887
7887-X____ Flight Systems, Inc.. Bums Flat, 

OK.
7887

7887-X____ Crown Rocket Technology, Mount- 
lake Terrace, WA.

7887

7897-X____ CATU Containers, S.A., Geneva, 
Switzerland.

7897

7907-X____ Hecules, Incorporated, Wilmington, 
DE.

7907

7908-X....... 7908
8082-X____ Arctic Foundations, Inc., Anchor

age, AK.
8082

8129-X_____ RAD Services, Inc., d/b/a Triangle 
Resource Ind., Laurel, MD (See 
Footnote 3).

8129

8195-X_____ McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 
St. Louis, MO.

8195

8196-X_____ G.C.S. Container Service, Chiasso, 
Switzerland.

8196

8206-X____ Rexnord, Incorporated, Brookfield, 
Wl.

8206

8207-X____ Rexnord, Inc., Commerce City, CO.. 8207
8232-X____ G.C.S. Container Service, Chiasso, 

Switzerland.
8232

8244-X___.... Otis Engineering Corporation, 
Dallas, TX.

8244

8244-X____ Halliburton Services, Incorporated, 
Duncan, OK.

8244

8252-X.™..... Dow Chemical Company, Midland, 
Ml.

8252

8287-X____ Rohm & Haas Company, Philadel
phia, PA.

8287

8348-X_____ Frell, Incorporated, Corpus Christi, 
TX.

8348

8349-X......... Ray-O-Vac Corporation, Madison, 
Wl.

8349

8556-X........ Air Products and Chemicals, Incor
porated, Allentown, PA (See 
Footnote 4).

8556

8691- X ......... Aluminium Company of America, 
Palestine, TX (see Footnote 5).

8691

1 To renew to amend testing requirements.
eTo authorize liquid hydrogen as an additional commodity.

* To identify hazard class as waste, n.o.s. and to restrict 
capacity of inside containers of liquids to 1-gallon for glass, 
5-gallons for plastic or metal and 200 pounds for solids.

♦ To renew and. to authorize a new design portable tank for 
shipment of liquid hydrogen.

‘ To authorize additional bulk containers and to add water 
as mode of transportation.

Application Applicant
Parties

to
exemp-

tlon

3109-P.......... Mitsubishi International Corpora
tion, New York, NY.

3109

4453-P.......... Kentucky ANFO, Inc., Madison- 
ville, KY.

4453

4453-P_____ Mine Equipment & Mill Supply 
Company, Dawson Springs, KY.

4453

6325-P.......... Austin Powder Company, Cleve
land. OH.

6325

6325-P.......... Mining Services International, Salt 
Lake City, UT.

6325

6762-P.......... Anderson Chemical Company, 
Macon, GA.

6762

6806-P_____ St Regis Paper Company, West 
Kyack, NY.

6806

6974-P.......... Department of Defense, Washing
ton, DC.

6974

6984-P.......... Gulf OK Chemicals Company, 
Overland Park, KS.

6984

7052-P........... Litton Systems Inc., Van Nuys, CA.. 7052
7835-P.......... AG A Burdox, Inc., Cleveland, O H ... 7835
8009-P.... ..... Matador Service, Inc., Wichita, KS... 8009
8308-P.... ..... Medical Emergency Transportation 

Corp., Califon, NJ.
8308

8441-P .......... General Motors Corporation, De
troit, Ml.

8441

8511 -P .......... FM C Corporation, Philadelphia, PA.. 8511
8525-P.......... ABC Containerlines, N.V., Ant

werp, Belgium.
8525

8587-P.......... Economics Laboratory, Inc., SI  
Paul, MN.

8587

8599-P.......... L'Air Liquide Corporation, Paris, 
France.

8599

(Section 107 of the Hazardous Materials 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1806? 49 CFR 
1.53(e)))

Issued in Washingon, D.C., on November 3, 
1981.
James R. Grothe,
Chief, Exemptions Branch, Exemptions and 
Approvals Division, O ffice o f Hazardous 
M aterials Regulation, M aterials 
Transportation Bureau.
[FR Doc. 81-32858 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-60-M

UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER BASIN 
COMMISSION

Draft Master Plan; Meeting
The 40th Quarterly Meeting of the 

Upper Mississippi River Basin 
Commission will be held November 23-
24,1981 at the Radisson Plaza, St. Paul,

Minnesota. Registration will be from 
12:00 Noon to 1:00 P.M. on November 
23rd and the meeting will convene in 
Section One of the Town Square 
Ballroom at 1:00 P.M. It is expected to 
adjourn at about 5:00 P.M. on November 
24th. The chief focus of the meeting will 
be the comments on the draft Master 
Plan received during the formal public 
review period.
Rodney N. Searle,
Chairman.
[FR Doc. 81-32786 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 8410-02-M

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION

Station Committee on Educational 
Allowances; Meeting

Notice is hereby given pursuant to 
Section V, Review Procedure and 
Hearing Rules, Station Committee on 
Education Allowances that on 
December 7,1981 at 8:30 a.m. PST the 
Seattle Veterans Administration 
Regional Office Station Committee on 
Educational Allowances shall at 
Hearing Room 1186, Federal Building, 
915 Second Avenue, Seattle, 
Washington 98174, conduct a hearing to 
determine whether Veterans 
Administration benefits to all eligible 
persons enrolled in Mr. Lee’s Beauty 
School, 1520 Second Avenue, Seattle, 
Washington 98101, should be 
discontinued, as provided in 38 CFR 
21.4134, because a requirement of law is 
not being met or a provision of the law 
has been violated. All interested > 
persons shall be permitted to attend, 
appear before, or file statements with 
the Committee at that time and place.

Dated: November 6,1981.
Richard F. Murphy,
Director, VA Regional Office, 915 Second  
Avenue, Seattle, WA 98174.
[FR Doc. 81-32978 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]

BILUNG CODE 8320-01-M
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Sunshine Act Meetings

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act" (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C.
552b(e)(3).

CONTENTS
Items

Civil Aeronautics Board....................... 1
Civil Rights Commission...................... ? 2
Federal Home Loan Bank Board........  3 ,4
Federal Reserve System (Board of

Governors)....................... »............. 5
Handicapped National Council............ 6

1

[M-337, November 5,1981}

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., November 12, 
1981,
PLACE: Room 1027 (Open), Room 1012 
(Closed), 1825 Connecticut Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20428 
s u b j e c t :

1. Ratification of items adopted by 
notation.

2. Docket 39788, The A ir Florida S y stem - 
Western Acquisition Show Cause 
Proceeding: Petition of Air Florida System,
Inc. for Modification of Order 81-7-73 and 
motion of same for confidential treatment of 
financial documents. (BDA, OGC, BCCP)

3. Commuter carrier fitness determination 
of Air Kentucky Air Lines, Inc. d/b/a 
Allegheny Commuter. (BDA)

4. Commuter carrier fitness determination 
of Air Link Corporation. (BDA)

5. Commuter carrier fitness determination 
of American Inter-Island, Inc. (BDA)

6. Commuter carrier fitness determination 
of Wings W est AirlinesT Inc. (BDA)

7. Commuter carrier fitness determination 
of Nova Flite Airways, Inc. (Memo 890, BDA)

8. Commuter carrier fitness determination 
of Air East of Delaware, Inc. (Memo 896,
BDA)

9. Commuter carrier fitness determination 
of Liberty Airlines, Inc. (BDA)

10. Commuter carrier fitness determination 
of Royale Airlines, Inc. (BDA, OCCR)

11. Dockets 39995,40116 and 37782,
Frontier’s  notice of its intention to suspend 
all service at Lawton-FL Sill, Oklahoma, and 
its application for an exemption permitting it 
to advance its suspension date by 22 days 
from the required 90-day notice period.
(Memo 895, BDA, OCCR)

12. Dockets 39976, 39980 and 39981,
B raniffs notices of its intention to suspend all 
services at Boston, Massachusetts, Albany, 
New York, and Hartford, Connecticut/

Springfield, Massachusetts. (Memo 899, BDA, 
OCCR) .

13. Docket 3997, 39978 and 39982, Braniffs 
notices of its intention to suspend all services 
at Tucson, Arizona, Salt Lake City, Utah, and 
Phoenix, Arizona. (Memo 900, BDA, OCCR)

14. Docket 40130—Atlantic Southeast 
Airlines’ 30-day notice of intent to suspend 
all service at Athens, Georgia. (Memo 898, 
BDA, OCCR)

15. Dockets 39546 and 31290, Finalization of 
Order 81-4-108 that requested all interested 
parties to show cause why the Board should 
not make final its tentative findings and issue 
an order recalculating SIFL fares and ceiling 
fares as described in that order. (Memo 425- 
A, BDA)

16. Docket 39708, Petition of Eastern Air 
Lines, Inc. for Partial Reconsideration of 
Order 81-9-135; Docket 40047, Local or 
Regional Feeder Classification Show-Cause 
Proceeding. (BDA)

17. Dockets 39869 and 39941, 
Texasamerican Airways Fitness 
Investigation, Application o f Texasamerican 
Airways. (OGC)

18. Dockets 39415, Trans World Airlines, 
Inc., Enforcement Proceeding, petition for 
discretionary-review of Administrative Law 
Judge’s grant of summary judgment and civil 
penalties. (Memo 901, OGC)

19. Part Charters. (OGC, BDA, BIA)
20. Elimination of Part 376, Amendment o f 

Flight Patterns o f Helicopter Operators. 
(OGC, BDA)

21. Docket 37025—Application of Surinam 
Airways Limited for amendment of its foreign 
air carrier permit (1) to include passenger 
authority, and (2) to add the intermediate 
points Georgetown, Guyana; Port of Spain, 
Trinidad and Tobago; and Panama. (Memo 
885, BIA, OGC. BALJ)

22. Docket 39481—Application of Trinidad 
and Tobago (BWIA International) Airways. 
Corporation for amendment of its foreign air 
carrier permit, to add St. Kitts as an 
intermediate point on its Port of Spain-New 
York route.

23. (1) Application of Trans-Mediterranean 
Airways, S.A.L. (TMA) for a Special 
Authorization under Part 216 of the Board’s 
Economic Regulations and (2) Docket 3 9 9 5 7 -  
Application of Middle East Airlines Airliban, 
S.A.L. (MEA) for an exemption under section 
416(b) of the Act. (Memo 886-A, BIA)

STATUS: 1 -22  (Open), 2 3 -  (Closed).
PERSON TO c o n t a c t : Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary, (202) 673-5068.
[S-1712-81 Filed 11-12-81; 3:11 pm]

BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

2
COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

DATE AND TIME: Monday, November 16,
1981,11 a.m.-12 noon; 1:30-4 p.m.

Federal Register 

Voi. 46, No. 220 

Monday, November 16, 1981

PLACE: Room 512,1121 Vermont Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C.
STATUS: Open to the public.
M ATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

11:00 a.m.-12 noon
I. Approval of Agenda
II. Approval of Minutes of Last Meeting
III. Review of Monograph on Black Farmers 

and the Fanners Home Administration
1:30-4 p.m.

IV. Project Concept for Followup on Status 
of Higher Educatiohn Desegregation

V. State Advisory Committee Recharters
A. Arkansas
B. Michigan
C. Montana
D. Oregon
VI. State Advisory Committee Interim 

Appointment
A. Rhode Island
VII. Illinois Advisory Committee Report 

Entitled Shutdown: Economic Disclosure and 
Equal Opportunity

VIII. Rhode Island Advisory Committee 
Report Entitled The Status o f C ivil Rights in 
Rhode'Island

IX. Action re: Virginia State Advisory 
Committee Report Entitled Sex 
Discrimination and Title V II in Virginia

X. Action re: California Advisory 
Committee Report Entitled Access to a Public 
Resource: Broadcast Ownership in California

XI. Civil Rights Development in the New 
England Region

XII. Staff Director’s Report
A. Status of Funds
B. Personnel Report
C. Office Directors’ Reports

PERSONS TO CONTACT FOR FURTHER 
inform ation : Charles Rivera or Barbara 
Brooks, Press and Communications 
Division, (202) 254-6697.
(S-17U-81 Filed 11-12-81; 2:25 pm]

BILLING CODE 6335-01-M

3
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BAN K  BOARD
“ FEDERAL REGISTER*' CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS a n n o u n c e m e n t : Vol. No. 46, 
Issue No. 216, Page No. 55477, Date 
Published, Monday, November 9,1981.
PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND  DATE  
OF m e e t i n g : 10 a.m., Thursday, 
November 12,1981.
PLACE: 1700 G Street NW., Board Room, 
6th Floor, Washington, D.C.
STATUS: Open meeting.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Marshall (202-377- 
6679).
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CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The following 
item has been withdrawn from the open 
portion of the bank board meeting: 

Negotiable Certificates of Deposit.
No. 558, November 12,1981.
[S-1708-81 Filed 11-12-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CO DE 6720-01-M

4
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD  
t im e  a n d  d a t e : 10 a.m., Thursday, 
November 19,1981.
p l a c e : 1700 G Street, NW., Board Room, 
6th Floor, Washington, D.C.
STATUS: Open meeting.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Marshall (202-377- 
6679).
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Final Approval of Exact Location of 
Authorized Branch Office—Midwest Federal 
Savings and Loan Association, Minot, North 
Dakota.

Branch Office Application—Pacific Federal 
Savings and Loan Association, Costa Mesa, 
California.

Service Corporation Activity—Atlantic 
Federal Savings and Loan Association, Ft. 
Lauderdale, Florida.

Request for Extension of Time to Open a 
Limited Facility Office—First Federal Savings 
and Loan Association, Brunswick, Georgia.

Merger; Maintenance of Branch Offices; 
Cancellation of Membership and Insurance; 
Transfer of Stock and Change of Name— 
Fidelity Federal Savings and Loan 
Association, Knoxville, Tennessee into 
Fidelity Federal Savings and Loan 
Association, Nashville, Tennessee.

Branch Office Application—American 
Federal Savings and Loan Association of 
Iowa, Des Moines, Iowa.

Increase in Insurable Accounts by Merger 
and Cancellation of Membership and 
Insurance—North Central Savings and Loan 
Association, Antigo, Wisconsin INTO 
Security Savings and Loan Association, 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin.

Application for Bank Membership and 
Insurance of Accounts—Eastern Washington 
Savings and Loan Association, East 
Wenatchee, Washington.

Trust Department Application—First 
Federal Savings and Loan Association of 
Denver, Lakewood, Colorado.

Application for Insurance of Accounts— 
Sentry Co-operative Bank (formerly known 
as Hyannis Co-operative Bank) Hyannis, 
Massachusetts.
No. 559, November 12,1981.
[S-1709-81 Filed 11-12-81; 2:24 pm]

BILLING CO DE 6720-01-M

5
BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL 
RESERVE SYSTEM
t im e  AND DATE: 10 a.m., Wednesday, 
November 18,1981.
p l a c e : Board Building, C  Street entrance 
between 20th and 21st Streets, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20551. 
st a t u s : Open.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Summary Agenda 
Because of their routine nature, no 

substantive discussion of the following items 
is anticipated. These matters will be voted on 
without discussion unless a member of the 
Board requests that an item be moved to the 
discussion agenda.

1. Proposed amendment to Regulation D 
(Reserve Requirements of Depository 
Institutions) to waive reserve requirements 
for certain depository institutions in Hawaii.

2. Proposed revision of the quarterly 
condition report (FR 2886a) for New York 
State-chartered investment company 
subsidiaries of foreign banks.

3. Proposed revision and extension of the 
form for Registration as a Transfer Agent 
(F.R. TA-1).

4. Proposal to amend Regulation Y (Bank 
Holding Companies and Change in Bank 
Control) to permit the issuance of travelers 
checks by bank holding companies.
(Proposed earlier for public comment; Docket 
No. 0361)

5. Consideration of policy regarding 
waivers of six months’ notice period for 
withdrawals from membership in the Federal 
Reserve System.
Discussion Agenda '

6. Publication for comment of a proposed 
amendment to the criteria for inclusion of a 
stock on the List of OTC Margin Stocks.

7. Any items carried forward from a 
previously announced meeting.

Note.—This meeting will be recorded for 
the benefit of those unable to attend. 
Cassettes will be available for listening in the 
Board’s Freedom of Information Office, and 
copies may be ordered for $5 per cassette by 
calling (202) 452-3684 or by writing to: 
Freedom of Information Office, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE  
i n f o r m a t io n : Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board, (202) 452-3204.

Dated: November 10,1981.
James McAfee,
Assistant Secretary o f the Board.
[S-1707-81 Filed 11-12-81; 9:48 am]

BILUNG CO DE 6210-01-M

6
NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HANDICAPPED 
DATE: December 2, 3,4,1981.
PLACE: Capitol Holiday Inn, 550 C Street, 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20024.
STATUS a n d  a g e n d a : T o be announced 
in the Federal Register at least one week 
prior to the meeting date.

Please note.— A n y  ind iv idua l requiring an 
interpreter or other specia l services, please 
contact N C H  staff, no later than November 
20,1981.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE
in f o r m a t io n : Hilda Gay Legg, National 
Council on the Handicapped, Staff 
Assistant, Phone: (202) 245-3498 or 245- 
3499.
[S-1710-81 Filed 11-12-81; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4001-01-M



Monday
November 16, 1981

Part II

Department of 
Transportation
Coast Guard

Documentation of Vessels; Proposed 
Rulemaking
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard

46 CFR Parts 66,67,68, and 69 

ICGD 80-107]

Documentation of Vessels

a g e n c y : Coast Guard, DOT. 
a c t i o n : Notice of proposed rulemaking.

s u m m a r y : The Coast Guard proposes to 
revise the regulations pertaining to the 
documentation of vessels. 
Documentation is required for the 
operation of vessels in certain trades, 
serves as evidence of vessel nationality, 
and, with certain exceptions, permits 
vessels to be subject to preferred 
mortgages. The Vessel Documentation 
Act of 1980 becomes effective July 1, 
1982, and authorizes the Secretary of the 
department in which the Coast Guard is 
operating to prescribe regulations to 
carry out the mandate of the Act—to 
revise and simplify the laws relating to 
the documentation of vessels. The 
proposed regulations fulfill this mandate 
by: updating and simplifying the archaic 
language and syntax of the present 
regulations to make it easier to 
determine which requirements apply in 
a given situation: eliminating all 
reporting requirements not specifically 
mandated by the Act or absolutely 
essential to the documentation function, 
thereby reducing paperwork burdens on 
the public: and codifying existing 
administrative procedures not presently 
treated in the regulations. The proposed 
revision also seeks to reduce the 
substantial vessel documentation 
transaction backlogs which presently 
exist at many ports of documentation by 
streamlining and improving application 
procedures to the extent possible. No 
substantive changes in documentation 
requirements are mandated by the Act: 
therefore none are reflected in the 
proposed revision. The proposed 
regulations are not intended to affect 
rights and duties that matured, penalties 
that were incurred, nor proceedings that 
were begun before the effective date of 
the regulations.
d a t e : Comments must be received on or 
before January 15,1982. 
a d d r e s s e s : Comments should be 
submitted to Commandant (G-CMC/24), 
(CGD 80-107), U.S. Coast Guard, 
Washington, D.C. 20593. Comments may 
be delivered and will be available for 
inspection or copying at the Marine 
Safety Council (G-CMC/24), Room 4402, 
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 
Second Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 
20593, (202) 426-1477 between the hours

of 7 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday through 
Thursday, except holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mrs. Phyllis D. Camilla (Project 
Manager) or Lieutenant Michael P. Drzal 
(Staff Attorney) Office of Merchant 
Marine Safety, Room 1312, U.S. Coast 
Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20593, 
(202) 426-1492,93. Normal office hours 
are between 7 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday 
through Thursday, except holidays. 
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The 
public is invited to participate in this 
proposed rulemaking by submitting 
written views, data, or arguments. 
Comments should include the name and 
address of the person making them, 
identify this notice (CGD 80-107), give 
the specific section of the proposal to 
which the comment applies, and give the 
reasons for the comment. Persons 
desiring acknowledgment that their 
comment has been received should 
enclose a stamped, self addressed 
postcard or envelope. All comments 
received before expiration of the 
comment period will be considered 
before final action is taken on this 
proposal. No public hearing is planned, 
but one may be held if written requests 
for a hearing are received and it is 
determined that the opportunity to make 
oral presentations will be beneficial.

Drafting Information
The principal persons involved in 

drafting this proposal are Mrs. Phyllis D. 
Camilla (Project Manager) and 
Lieutenant Michael P. Drzal (Staff 
Attorney), Office of Merchant Marine 
Safety; and Lieutenant Commander 
William B. Short (Project Attorney), 
Office of the Chief Counsel.

Background
Federal documentation is a type of 

national registration which serves to 
establish a vessel’s: (a) Nationality, (b) 
eligibility to engage in a particular 
employment, and (c) eligibility to 
become the object of a preferred ship’s 
mortgage.

The proposed regulations are 
occasioned by the enactment of the 
Vessel Documentation Act, Pub. L. 96- 
594 (46 U.S.C. 65 a-w), on December 24, 
1980. The Act, which becomes effective 
on July 1,1982, is intended to "revise 
and improve the laws relataing to the 
documentation of vessels * * * ” among 
other things. Many of the previous 
documentation laws date back to the 
earliest days of the Republic (circa 1789) 
and statutorily fix the form and content 
of the submissions required to document 
a vessel as a “vessel of the United 
States.” These laws are inflexible and

have failed to keep pace with modem 
business practices and procedures; 
various attempts to update them have 
often resulted in piecemeal, conflicting 
amendments which further confuse 
documentation requirements and 
procedures. Finally, the previous 
documentation laws impose heavy and 
often unnecessary paperwork and 
reporting burdens on the public.

The Vessel Documentation Act is 
aimed at updating and simplifying * 
documentation procedures while 
avoiding any substantive modifications 
in the areas of citizenship, build, etc.
The Act seeks to accomplish its purpose 
by repealing many of the previous laws 
dealing with documentation and by 
amending related laws to accommodate 
new terminology and procedures 
wherever appropriate. In conjunction 
with the eliminationof the previous 
laws, the Act commits the formulation of 
new documentation procedures, in large 
part, to the regulatory discretion of the 
Secretary of Transportation.

The proposed regulations will replace 
those presently located at 46 CFR parts 
66 and 67. They are designed to utilize 
the flexibility inherent in the Act to 
eliminate unnecessary requirements, to 
simplify remaining requirements to the 
extent possible, and to provide easier 
public access to the regulatory 
requirements. Revised forms are 
proposed in conjunction with the new 
regulations. These forms are 
consolidated and simplified to elicit only 
the information necessary to ensure 
compliance with the substantive 
statutory provisions remaining in force 
following passage of the Vessel 
Documentation Act. Many previous 
forms are eliminated outright; those 
which remain now require much less 
time and effort to complete because of 
reduced information demands. In 
addition, the frequency of submission is 
reduced to the minimum consonant with 
maintaining the accuracy of internal 
records and enforcing the substantive 
laws which remain in force.

These substantive legal requirements 
arise mainly from the Vessel 
Documentation Act itself, the Shipping 
Act of 1916, the Merchant Marine Act of 
1920 (Jones Act), and the Ship Mortgage 
Act of 1920.

The Vessel Documentation Act leaves 
in place (1) the requirement that vessels 
employed in the coastwise trade or 
fisheries be documented, (2) restrictions 
on the employment of foreign-built 
vessels, and (3) restrictions based on 
citizenship of vessel owners. In addition, 
the Vessel Documentation Act preserves 
the option of documenting pleasure 
vessels but does not change the basic



Federal Register / V qL 40, No. 220 / M onday, Novem ber 16, 1981 / Proposed Rules 56319

legal requirements for obtaining this 
documentation. (It should be 
emphasized, however, that the 
documentation of pleasure vessels is at 
the option of the vessel owners and not 
a statutory or regulatory requirement. It 
is often utilized as a means of obtaining 
vessel financing.)

The Shipping Act of 1910 imposes 
further requirements concerning the 
citizenship of owners of vessels engaged 
in the coastwise trade, the citizenship of 
mortgagees, and restrictions arising from 
the sale of United States vessels to 
aliens or from placing vessels under 
foreign registry.

Section 27 of the Merchant Marine 
Act of 1920 (Jones Act) bars the 
transportation of merchandise by water 
between points in the United States in 
the coastwise trade in vessels not built 
in the United States, documented under 
the laws of the United States, and 
owned by citizens of the United States.

The Ship Mortgage Act of 1920 
imposes numerous, detailed filing 
requirements on the public and 
affirmatively requires the Collector of 
Customs (now U.S. Coast Guard) to 
maintain records concerning bills of 
sale, mortgages, etc., regarding 
documented vessels. A critical point 
here is that a mortgage cannot attain 
preferred status unless each of the 
requirements imposed by the Ship 
Mortgage Act is satisfied.

The collective requirements imposed 
by the four statutes discussed above 
delineate the limits beyond which 
simplification of the documentation 
process could not be effected.

Discussion of Proposed Regulations
Proposed Subpart 87.01 contains 

general information including definitions 
and information intended to enable a 
reader to determine whether his vessel 
is required to be documented, exempt 
from documentation, or eligible for 
documentation at his option. (There are 
instances in which a vessel may be 
eligible for documentation but is not 
required, as a matter of law, to be 
documented before engaging in a given 
activity—e.g., registry is not a 
prerequisite to engaging in foreign 
trade.) The following changes from 
existing regulations are embodied in the 
proposed subpart. The definition of 
“Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection 
(OCMI)” is changed to reflect more 
accurately his authority and duties. A 
definition of “certificate of 
documentation” is added to reflect the 
terminology of the new Act. A definition 
of “documented vessel” is added to 
emphasize the necessity of the existence 
of a valid certificate of documentation 
before this status is attained. A

definition of “home port” is added to 
emphasize the significance of that port 
as a place where the records of a vessel 
are maintained. The definition of "port 
of documentation” is changed to reflect 
the elimination of temporary documents. 
A definition of “superstructure” is 
added to provide a uniform definition 
for utilization in subsequent subparts. A 
uniform definition of “United States” is 
provided for utilization in subsequent 
subparts. The definition of “vessel” is 
changed to include ocean thermal 
energy conversion facilities. The 
definition of “vessel of the United 
States” is deleted in favor of 
“documented vessel,” discussed above. 
The definitions of “documented,” 
“marine documents,” and “mortgagee” 
are eliminated; the first two definitions 
are inconsistent with the terminology of 
the Act, and the last is not a term of art 
peculiar to vessels. The definitions of 
“parent corporation” and "subsidiary 
corporation” are moved to new Subpart 
68. The list of ports of documentation is 
amended and moved to Appendix B of 
the proposed regulations. (Further 
changes made to this list are discussed 
in detail below.) The previous sections 
dealing with classes of vessels are 
eliminated as irrelevant. The previous 
references to and discussions of 
restrictive endorsements appearing on 
documents is eliminated as irrelevant. 
The language dealing with eligibility for 
and exemptions and exclusions from 
documentation is clarified and 
improved.

Proposed Subpart 67.03 contains the 
citizenship requirements pertaining to 
owners seeking documentation of a 
vessel. Citizenship requirements for 
associations, joint ventures, 
governmental agencies and trust 
arrangements are added to reflect 
murent administrative practices. The 
requirement for routine presentation of 
extrinsic citizenship evidence is 
eliminated as not strictly warranted by 
the Act. A cross-reference to the 
regulations concerning corporate 
citizenship eligibility under the Act of 
September 2,1958 is added; the 
substantive treatment of this topic is 
delegated to Subpart 68.01 as a special 
case.

Proposed Subpart 67.05 contains the 
title requirements for vessel 
documentation. Such evidence is 
required in order to: (1) Establish 
ownership of a vessel by a citizen of the 
United States for documentation 
purposes and/or (2) establish a chain of 
title consisting exclusively of citizens of 
the United States where the sale of a 
vessel to an alien would result in the 
loss of coastwise trading privileges or 
the imposition of penalties by the

Maritime Administration. The function 
and use of the builder’s certificate as 
evidence of the original holder of title is 
specified. The requirement for the 
production of evidence establishing 
complete chain of title is eliminated for 
the owners of vessels seeking a registry, 
fisheries license, or pleasure license.
The use of state registrations as 
acceptable evidence of title is instituted.

Proposed Subpart 67.07 describes the 
specific submissions which constitute 
acceptable evidence of title and 
describes the circumstances under 
which a waiver of the production of 
such evidence may be obtained.
Sections dealing with corporate mergers, 
extrajudicial repossessions, and change 
of legal name are added to reflect 
current practice.

Proposed Subpart 67.09 discusses the 
restrictions concerning the place of 
construction or alteration applying to 
vessels sought to be licensed for certain 
trades commonly referred to as build 
requirements. Definitions of “United 
States build” and “foreign build” are 
provided in order to formalize existing 
agency policy with respect to 
determinant factors. The treatment of 
builder’s certificates is expanded to 
specify the parties authorized to execute 
certificates and also to specify the 
number of certificates required in 
different circumstances; these changes 
reflect existing agency policy. The 
provisions dealing with waivers is 
clarified. The general requirement for 
the presentation of a builder’s certificate 
in all cases of initial documentation is 
eliminated.

Proposed Subpart 67.11 discusses the 
tonnage requirements for vessel 
documentation including the occasions 
on which a determination of tonnage is 
required. This subpart is added to alert 
the vessel owner to the requirements of 
46 CFR Part 69.

Proposed Subpart 67.13 discusses the 
various designations required before 
documentation may be accomplished, 
including the designation of official 
number, home port, vessel name, and 
hailing port. The separate forms for 
applying for official number, name 
change, and home port designation are 
eliminated. The requirement for multiple 
(duplicate) forms for these designations 
is eliminated.

To eliminate the confusion caused by 
present practice, provision is made for 
new official number designations 
following the severance of a vessel with 
two or more vessels resulting.

The section dealing with home port 
designations is expanded to reflect 
present practice concerning home port 
designations by partnerships, trusts, and
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corporations. A subsection concerning 
U.S. citizens not presently residing in 
the United States is added to clarify the 
home port status of vessels owned by 
these individuals, previously determined 
on an a d  h oc  basis. Because of the 
provisions added concerning non* 
resident citizens, the previous section on 
special home port designations is 
eliminated as unnecessary. A section 
dealing with the determination of the 
home port of governmental entities is 
added to reflect the present a d  hoc  
practices.

The requirement that application for 
name change be made only at the 
vessel’s home port is eliminated. The 
requirement for advertising the name 
change of a vessel is eliminated. The 
requirement for redocumentation under 
the vessel's former name is eliminated. 
The effective period for a name change 
approval is changed from six months to 
three months. The alternative of 
designating the place where the vessel 
was built as its hailing port was 
eliminated as irrelevant.

Proposed Subpart 67.15 discusses the 
marking requirements applicable to 
vessels sought to be documented. 
Material previously treated in Part 69 at 
| 69.01-5(a) is moved to Part 67 to 
consolidate marking requirements. The 
requirement for marking the vessel's net 
tonnage is removed as not statutorily 
required. The requirement for marking 
the vessel's name and hailing port in 
Roman letters is replaced with a 
requirement to mark in a clearly legible 
manner. The prohibition against the use 
of name boards is replaced by a 
requirement that marking be made in an 
durable manner. The strict requirement 
for carving or punching the official 
number of a vessel is replaced by a 
liberalized requirement for marking by 
any permanent method. The OCMI is 
given final authority to settle marking 
disputes in order to reduce unnecessary 
correspondence.

Proposed Subpart 67.17 specifies the 
form of vessel document, discusses the 
types of licenses available and the 
entitlements conferred thereunder, and 
describes the eligibility requirements for 
each one. The distinction between 
permanent and temporary documents is 
eliminated. Previous sections dealing 
with the types of documents, eligibility, 
and entitlements are combined. 
References to six different forms of 
document are eliminated to reflect the 
change to one form of document. 
References to the various forms of 
licenses have been incorporated in order 
to conform to the terminology of the Act. 
Previous § 69.01-15 is removed as 
unnecessary.

Proposed Subpart 67.19 discusses 
vessels specially qualified for 
documentation by reason of the capture 
of the vessel by citizens of the United 
States, die forfeiture of the vessel to the 
Government of the United States, the 
passage of special legislation enabling 
documentation of the vessel, or the 
applicability of the wrecked vessel 
provisions of the Act. A definition of a 
“forfeited vessel” is provided. The 
present administrative requirements for 
evidencing entitlement to 
documentation pursuant to special 
legislation are incorporated into the 
regulations. A definition of a “wrecked 
vessel” is provided and the evidentiary 
requirements necessary to an 
administrative determination of 
qualification as such are discussed.

Proposed Subpart 67.21 details the 
procedures to be observed in making 
initial application for the documentation 
of a vessel. References to former CG- 
1319 (Designation of Home Port of 
Vessel) are eliminated. References to 
former CG-1320 (Application for Official 
Number) are eliminated. The 
requirement for the production of a 
certificate of organization in the case of 
a corporation seeking documentation as 
owner is eliminated. (All requirements 
are consolidated into Form CG-1258.) 
Specifications as to authorized 
signatures are eliminated. The 
requirement that the application be in 
the form of an oath is eliminated. 
Greater flexibility for the vessel owner 
is provided by allowing for the filing of 
the initial application for documentation 
at the intended home port of the vessel 
or the documentation office nearest 
where the vessel is located. The special 
filings previously required for 
applications away from the home port 
are eliminated. The requirement for the 
vessel’s master to take an oath upon 
initial application for documentation is 
eliminated.

Proposed Subpart 67.23 discusses the 
period of validity of a certificate of 
documentation and the instances in 
which the holder of a preferred ship’s 
mortgage (as provided by 46 U.S.C. 911 
et seq .) may act to extend this period of 
validity. The annual renewal 
requirement is extended to all licenses 
including registries. Physical 
presentation of the document is no 
longer required for renewal; therefore, 
the exemption from the requirement for 
annual renewal previously extended to 
vessels at sea is eliminated. The date of 
expiration of a certificate of 
documentation now falls within a given 
month rather than on a specific date. 
Hie requirement for replacing a 
document whenever a change occurs in

ownership, home port, tonnage, etc. is 
eliminated. The distinction between a 
surrender, replacement and cancellation 
of a document is made explicit. The 
requirement to surrender a vessel’s 
document for a change in rig, vessel 
description, or corporate officer is 
eliminated. The requirement for 
mortgagee consent to the surrender of 
an outstanding document is now stated 
affirmatively rather than negatively, 
improving comprehensibility. Provision 
is made for replacement of a vessel 
document when the change blocks, 
appearing on the document are filled. 
The failure to surrender or renew a 
vessel document is added as a cause for 
the deletion of the vessel from 
documentation. Existing administrative 
procedure concerning the cancellation of 
a previously issued vessel document is 
made explicit. The requirement for the 
master to take an oath on renewal of a 
document is eliminated.

Proposed Subpart 67.25 discusses the 
procedures to be observed when the 
occasion for a renewal, replacement, 
surrender, deletion, or cancellation 
arises. The requirement for the actual 
presentation of the certificate of 
documentation to the documentation 
officer at the time of renewal is 
eliminated and the option of renewal by 
mail or in person is provided. As a 
result, the previous alternative for 
renewal of a document where the vessel 
was actually located is eliminated; all 
renewals are to be accomplished at the 
documentation office at the home port of 
the vessel. The alternative of deleting a 
certificate of documentation at a 
documentation office other than at the 
home port of the vessel has been 
eliminated; all deletions are to be 
performed at the home port.
Applications for changing the name of a 
vessel may now be made at either the 
home port or the documentation office 
nearest where the vessel is located. The 
number of submissions required for 
surrenders and replacements are 
significantly reduced.

Proposed Subpart 67.27 discusses 
miscellaneous applications including 
those for new vessel determination, 
rebuilt vessel determination, and the 
registration of funnel marks and house 
flags. The definition of “new vessel” is 
reworded to reflect modern terminology 
and construction techniques. The 
required filings for new and rebuilt 
determinations are clearly described in 
order to reflect existing agency practice. 
Applications for rebuilt classification 
arising from work performed on vessels 
of less than 500 gross tons are 
eliminated. The requirement for filing a 
description and a replica drawing of
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funnel marks and house flags with the 
Office of Federal Register is eliminated 
as unnecessary. The requirement for 
submitted the application for 
registration of funnel marks and house 
flags through an OCMI is eliminated to 
reflect current agency procedure.

Proposed Subparts 67.29 through 67.39 
all deal with instruments eligible for 
recordation under the provisions of the 
Ship Mortgage Act (46 U.S.C. 911 et 
seq.). The general recordation 
requirements are consolidated into 
Subpart 67.29 and clarified. The 
recordation requirements for particular 
instruments are consolidated, clarified 
and placed in separate subparts. The 
requirement for recitation of the vessel’s 
document on a bill of sale is eliminated. 
Five distinct bill of sale forms are 
eliminated and replaced by a single, 
simplified form; all textual references 
are modified accordingly. The p roform a  
mortgage form (CG-1348) and 
satisfaction form (CG-1363) are 
eliminated; all textual references are 
deleted accordingly.

Proposed Subpart 67.41 discusses 
Abstracts of Title and Certificates of 
Ownership. All information relating to 
internal administrative procedures is 
eliminated as unnecessary.

Proposed Subpart 67.43 discusses the 
various fees associated with vessel 
documentation transactions. Existing 
scattered provisions relating to fees are 
consolidated and treated in this subpart. 
The fee for a change in vessel name is 
changed to provide a uniform fee for all 
vessels, regardless of size; this change 
was made because the size of the vessel 
is irrelevant to the cost of the 
transaction. The section discussing fees 
for pleasure vessels is rewritten to bring 
them in conformity with the new * 
procedures and terminology embodied 
in the proposed regulations and to 
clarify the circumstances in which the 
fees are applicable. The fees for copies 
of materials not specified by the Ship 
Mortgage Act (46 U.S.C. 911 et seq.) are 
changed to achieve conformity with 
Department of Transportation 
regulations. Fees are instituted for 
wrecked vessel and new vessel 
determinations to defray the 
administrative costs associated with 
processing these applications. The fee 
for the renewal of a pleasure vessel 
document is eliminated. These fees are 
permissive under the Act. The simplified 
methodology makes the administrative 
costs of renewal nominal. No renewals 
will occur until one year after the 
effective date of the Act.

Proposed Subpart 67.45 discusses 
prohibited acts and omissions 
concerning documented vessels. The 
following are added in conformity with

the Act: (a) A prohibition against 
fraudulent application for a certificate of 
documentation (b) a prohibition against 
fraudulent use of a certificate of 
documentation; (c) a prohibition against 
operation in an unauthorized trade; (d) a 
prohibition against the alteration of a 
certificate of documentation; (e) a 
prohibition against violation of any 
license. Harbor vessels are no longer 
exempted from the requirement for 
having the document on board.

Proposed Appendix A summarizes the 
additional filings required to complete 
an application for documentation once 
the vessel owner has established that a 
vessel is captured, forfeited, the subject 
of special legislation, or wrecked 
(Subpart 67.19). Proposed Appendix B 
summarizes all filings required to 
complete an application for the 
documentation of a new or used vessel 
which has not previously been 
documented. Proposed Appendix C 
summarizes all filings required to 
accomplish subsequent documentation 
transactions including renewals, 
surrenders, replacements, deletions, and 
cancellations. The required filings are 
presented in a form designed to inform 
the interested vessel owner of all forms, 
evidence, declarations and/or fees 
which must be submitted in order to 
complete the documentation of his 
vessel. In addition, these Appendices 
provide cross-references to Part 67 if the 
owner/applicant needs further 
clarification concerning the various 
requirements. These Appendices, with 
their convenient, tabular form are 
incorporated as an integral part of the 
textual material and are designed to 
eliminate confusion concerning the 
exact requirements applicable in a given 
circumstance and the need for excessive 
telephone and written correspondence 
with the various ports of documentation. 
These Appendices will also serve to 
eliminate the improper filings which 
currently contribute to vessel 
documentation backlogs and the referral 
of disputes to Coast Guard 
Headquarters for resolution.

Proposed Appendix D contains a 
current list of the ports of 
documentation which may serve as 
home ports to vessels. The introductory 
paragraph is changed to clarify the fact 
that not all marine inspection zones 
have ports of documentation and to 
indicate that each port of documentation 
serves the localities to which it is 
nearest by normal means of travel. Each 
of these changes reflects present 
practice. Entries in the list of marine 
inspection zones are corrected to reflect 
the current designation of these zones:

(a) Dubuque is changed to 
Minneapolis-St. Paul;

(b) Portsmouth is changed to Hampton 
Roads;

(c) Ludington is eliminated;
(d) Oswego is eliminated;
(ej Juneau is changed to Southeast 

Alaska; and
(f) Western Alaska is added. 
Muskegon is revoked as a port of 

documentation and Ludington is 
designated a port of documentation.
This change is made to reflect the actual 
physical location of the documentation 
office. The following ports are revoked 
as ports of documentation:

Bangor, ME 
Bar Harbor, ME 
Bath, ME 
Belfast, ME 
Calais, ME 
Eastport, ME 
Jonesport, ME 
Portsmouth, NH - 
Fall River, MA 
Plymouth, MA 
Newport, RI 
Evansville, IN 
Hartford, CT 
New Haven, CT 
Perth Amboy, NJ 
Cape Charles, VA 
Crisfield, MD 
Washington, NC 
Charlotte Amalie, USVI 
Brunswick, GA 
Lake Charles, LA 
Appalachicola, FL 
Erie, PA 
Rochester, NY 
Ogdensburg, NY 
Cape Vincent, NY 
Port Huron, MI 
Toledo, OH 
Sandusky, OH 
Port Townsend, WA
The ports revoked fall into two (2) 

categories. The first category consists of 
those ports which have not, for several . 
years, been physically manned and the 
records of which have been maintained 
at another port of documentation. These 
ports were revoked to reflect actual 
practice. The second category consists 
of those ports which have been manned 
on a part-time basis by personnel from 
other ports of documentation. These 
ports are revoked in the interest of 
efficiency and elimination of travel 
Because the proposed regulations will 
permit more submissions to be made by 
mail and will decrease the need for 
applicants to appear in person at 
documentation offices, these closings 
should not result in significant 
inconvenience to the public.

Proposed Subpart 68.01 contains 
regulations implementing the Act of 
September 2,1958 (46 U.S.C. 883-1). The 
Act allows certain corporations to 
document particular vessels for the 
coastwise trade despite the presence of
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foreign interests which would ordinarily 
preclude them from doing so. A special 
citizenship status was created by the 
Act to allow these corporations to 
document their vessels. To qualify for 
the status, the applicant corporation 
must meet certain stringent criteria.
Once qualified, the corporation is 
eligible to document vessels for the 
coastwise trade, subject to restrictions. 
Because these regulations deal with a 
unique corporate citizenship status for 
which less than ten (10) corporations per 
year apply, they are set apart from the 
more commonly consulted regulations in 
Part 67.

Proposed Subpart 68.03 is reserved for 
regulation, as necessary, of vessels 
under the Act of August 9,1954. This Act 
requires a Presidential proclamation of 
national emergency in order to become 
effective. As no such proclamation 
exists, the promulgation of regulations , 
implementing the Act would be without 
statutory basis and is therefore 
reserved.

Proposed Appendix A to Part 68 
contains the text of Form CG-126Q, the 
oath utilized for the qualification of a 
corporation as a citizen of the United 
States under the Act of September 2,
1958 (46 U.S.C. 883-1). This form is 
placed in the Appendix because the 
limited utilization of the Act for 
qualification as a citizen of the United 
States does not justify the expense of 
printing and stocking it.

Proposed Appendix B contains the 
text of Form CG-1263, the oath of a 
parent or subsidiary corporation seeking 
to establish an operating relationship 
with a corporation which has previously 
qualified as a citizen under the Act of 
September 2,1958 (46 U.S.C. 883-1). This 
form is placed in the Appendix for the 
same reason as CG-1260.

Disposition of Existing Regulations
This supplementary information 

shows the disposition of all existing 
regulations in 46 CFR Parts 66 and 67.
As indicated in the following table, all 
of the existing regulations have been 
completely revised and the concepts 
they embody have either been discussed 
in a form which bears little or no 
resemblance to the existing regulations 
or discarded as unnecessary.

Table 1.Disposition of Present 
Regulations—Parts 66,67 and 69

Present
section Concept now discussed at Other Action

67 01-3.......................................
66.01-3...... Deleted.
66.03-1...... 67 01-1........................................
66.03-3...... 67 01-1
66.03-5...... 67.01-1........................................
66.03-7...... Deleted.

T a b l e  1 .— D i s p o s i t i o n  o f  P r e s e n t  R e g u i a  

t io n s — P a r t s  66, 67 a n d  69—Continued

Present
section Concept now discussed at Other Action

66 0.3-0 67.01-1...................................
66.03-11 67 01-1 ...............................
66.03-15... Deleted.
66.03-17... 6ft 01-1 ................................
66.03-19 6ft 01—1 .................................
66 OS-1.....
6 7 n i- i , 6T01-9...................................
67 01-3 67 01-0 ..................................
67.01-5..... 67.01-9; Subparts 67.17, 

67.19.
67.01-7 Deleted.
67 01—Q 67 17-5 ..................................
67 01-11 67 01-7 -................................J
67.01-13 67.01-5...................................
67.03-1 67.03-3....... ...........................
67 03-3 67 03-5 .................................
67 03-6 6703-0..................................
67 03-7 6ft 01-3 ...............................
67 03-« 67 03-13.................................
67 03-11 67 03-13................... .............
67 06-1.....
67 06-3
67.05-5.....
67.05-9.....
67.05-11...
67 07-1 Deleted.
67.07-3..... 67.17-1; 67.23-1; 67.23-3
67 07-6 Deleted.
67 07-7 67 93-3 ................................
67 07-0 Deleted.
67.07-11 6717-3; 67 45-97...................
67.07-13.-.. 67 45-97................................
67 00-1 67 00-3; 67 00-7.....................
67.09-3 67 00-0..................................
67.09-5 Deleted.
67 11-1 67 13-1; 67.91—3
6711-3.... ! Deleted.
67.11-5 Deleted.
67 13-1 67 15-3
67.13-3 Deleted.
67.13-5 67 15-3
67.13-7 67 13-7..................................
67.13-9 67 15-3
67 15-1..... 6717-5 ...................................
67 1.6-3 67 15-7
6717-1 j 67 11-1 ..................................
67 17-3..... 67 93-3........................................
67 10-1 67 01-1
67.19-3....... 67.13-3; 67.29-15_______ ___
67 10-6...... Deleted.
67 10-0 67 07-17
67.19-11
67.19-13... Deleted.
67 31-1
67 31-3
67 31-6
67 31-7
67 33-1
67 33-3 Deleted.
67 33-6 6« 01-5
67 33-7 6ft 01-5; 6ft 01-0
67 33-0 6ft 01—7; 6A 01-0
67.23-11.....
67.23-13
67.25-1..... Deleted.
67.25-3..... 67 93-7........................................
67.25-5.....
67.25-7 67 93-3.....................
67.25-9.... 67 13-3
67.25-11...
67.27-1
67.27-3.... ! Deleted.
67 30-1 67 45-3
67.29-3.....
67.29-5.....
67 30-7 ....
67.29-9.....
67.29-11.....
67.29-13... Deleted.
67.31-3..... 67 25-1..................................
67.31-5
67.31-7..... Deleted.
67.33-1..... 67 93-3
67.33-3.... 67 93-0
67 33-5
67.33-7.....
67.33-9 Deleted.
67.33-11....’ 67 45-11
67.35-1.....
67.35-3..... Deleted.

T a b i æ  1 — D i s p o s i t i o n  o f  P r e s e n t  R e g u l a 

t io n s — P a r t s  66, 67 AND 69—Continued

Present
section Concept now discussed at Other Action

67.35-5...
67.37-1..... 67.27-1...................................
67.37-3..... 57 97-3..................................
67.37-5..... 67.27-3...................................
67 37-7 67.27-1; 67.27-3.....................
67 37-9..... 57 97-1 ] 57 97-3.....................
67.37-11.... 67.13-1...................................
67.37-13 57 17-5 ................................
67.39-1..... 67.23-3; 67.27-3.....................
67 30-3 Deleted.
67.41-1....... 6717-1
67 41-3 67 93-5 ..................................
67 41-5..... 67 17-5; 67 17-0.....................
67.41-9..... Deleted.
67 43-1 67 95-5 ...........................
67 43-3 67 95-5...................................
67 45-1 67 93-3
67.45-3..... 67 07-3..................................
67 45-5 6707-5..................................
67 45-7 67 07-7....................
67.45-9..... 67 07-5
67.45-11 67 07-5
67.45-13__ Deleted.
67.45-15... 67 07-13.................................
67 47-1 67 90-11 ................................
67.47-3.__ 67 90-15................................
67.47-5..... Deleted.
67.47-7 67 .37-1
67.47-9..... Deleted.
67.47-11... 67.29-5; 67.31-5; 67.33-5; 

67.33-11; 67.33-17; 67.33- 
23; 67.35-5; 6757-1; 67.39- 
9.

67.47-13...
67.47-15.... Deleted.
67.47-17.... 67 20-7..................................
67.47-19... 67 30-5; 67 30-7; 67 30-0 ...
67.47-21.... Deleted.
67.47-23.... 67.29-9...................................
67.47-25 67 41-1; 67 41-3
67.47-27.... 67 41-1 .................................
67.47-29... Deleted.
67.47-31.... 67 41-3..................................
67 40-1 67 37-1; 67 37-6
67.49-3..... 67 37-1..................................
67 40-5 Deleted.
67 40-7 67 37-7 ...............................
67 40-0 67 37-1..................................
67.49-11...
67.49-13
67.49-15... Deleted.
67.49-17 67.37-9; 67.37-11...................
67.49-19.-.. 67.35-11 67.35-3; 67.35-5; 

67.35-7.
67.49-21.... Deleted.
67.51-1..... 67 43-13 ..............................
67.51-3..... 67 43-0
67.51-5..... 67 43-0
67 51-7
67 53-1
67 53-3
67.53-5.....
67 53-7
67 53-0
67 55-1
67.55-3..... Deleted.
67 57-1 67 25-7..................................
67.57-3..... 67 23-0...............................
67 57-5 Deleted.
67.59-1..... 67 41-5..................................
67.59-3..... 67 43-0 ,
67.61-1___ 67.17-7.......................... !.......
67 61-3.... Deleted.
67.61-5 6717-7...................................
67 61-7
67.61-9.....
67.61-11 Deleted.
67.63-1..... 67.21-1; Appendix B ................
67.63-3..... 67.05-3; 67.09-1; Appendix B ...
67.63-5.....
67.63-9..... 67.17-5; 67.17-7; 67.17-9; Ap

pendix B.
67.65-1..... 67.09-1; 67.11-1; Appendix B ...
67.65-3..... 67.09-1; 67.11-1; Appendix B ...
67.65-5..... 67.05-3; Appendix B ................
67.65-7..... Deleted.
67.65-11... 67.17-5; 67.17-7; Appendix B ...
67.67-1....... 67.05-3; 67.17-11 ; Appendix B .
67.67-3.....
67.69-1..... Deleted.
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T a b l e  1 .— D is p o s it io n  o f  P r e s e n t  R e g u l a 
t io n s — P a r t s  66, 67 a n d  69—Continued

Present
section Concept now discussed at Other Action

67.69-3....
67.69-5.__
67.69-7
67.69-9.__ Deleted.
67.71-1..... 67.19-3; 67 19-.6
67.79-1....... 67.45-6; 67.45-7..............
67.75-1___ 67.13-5
67.75-3 67 25-3
67.75-5 6725-3
67.75-7___ 67.25-3.............................
67.75-9.......
67.75-11__ Deleted
67.75-13... 67.13-5
67.75-15.... Deleted.
67.75-17... 67 1.3-5
67.75-19.... 67.43-3.............................
67.77-1..... 67.17-11; 67 45-27
67.77-3.....
67.79-1.__
67.81-1.......
67.81-3.....
67.83-1.__
67.85-1___
67.87-1..... Deleted.
67.87-3.__ 67 27-5...........................
67.87-5....... Deleted
67.87-7__I 67.27-5..............
67.87-9..... Deleted.
67.87-11__ 67 43-1 ............
67.90-1

through subpart
67.90- 68.03.
39.

Appendix.... Part 68, ApendicesA and 3.........
69.01-15... Deleted.
69.05-1.__ 67.17-5.....................

Eliminated or Simplified Documentation 
Requirements

This supplementary information 
details the vessel documentation 
requirements embodied in present 
regulations which are either eliminated 
or simplified by the proposed 
regulations. If a requirement is 
eliminated, the reason is provided. If a 
simplification is proposed, a brief 
description of that simplification is 
provided.

Table 2.—Eliminated/Simplified 
Requirements

Present
section Requirement Action

§67.03-11 Extrinsic Citizenship Replaced by
evidence. submission of CG-

1258 only.
§67.05-1 Provisional Eliminated—vessel

certificates. abroad can obtain
regular
documentation.

§67.05-3 Same as § 67.05-1__ Same as § 67.05-1
§67.05-5...... Do.
§67.05-9...__ Do.
§67.05-11___ .... do ....................... Do.
§67.07-9 : Repetition of Eliminated—

admeasurement unnecessary.
certificate on
document

Table 2.—Eliminated/Simplified 
Requirements—Continued

Present
section Requirement Action

867.11-3___ Application for signal Eliminated— FC C  to
letters. handle.

867.11-5___ Same as §67.11-3.... Same as §67.11-3.
§67.13-3___ Marking for vessels Eliminated—

with inadequate proposed
space. regulations more 

flexible.
§67.21-1___ Oath for Eliminated—

documentation. unnecessary under 
new law.

867.21-3___ Special statement on 
oath for foreited, 
vessels eta

Do.

867.21-5....... Master's oath for 
documentation.

Do.

§67.29-3.... . Change of master 
requirements.

Do.

§ 67.29-5........ Reporting atterriate 
masters.

Do.

§67.29-7____ Reporting owner in Do.
lieu of master.

§ 67.29-9____ Reporting master of 
unrigged vessel.

Do.

§67.29-11___ Reporting master of 
towing vessel.

Do.

§67.35-3____ Surrender of 
temporary 
document.

Do.

867.39-3........ Surrender for change 
of rig.

Do.

§67.41-7____ Master’s oath Eliminated— Customs
concerning foreign 
repairs.

function.

§67.47-13___ Recitation of last Eliminated—
document on bill unnecessary under
of sale. new law.

§67.63-3(d)..„. Dry and perishable Do.
cargo certificate 
for foreign-built 
vessels.

§67.63-5____ Certificate of bona 
tides for foreign- 
built vessel.

Do.

§67.65-7____ Certificate of bona 
tides for foreign- 
flag vessel.

Do.

§67.75-9____ Advertising name 
change of vessel.

Do.

§67.75-16....... Fifing designation of 
home port in 
former name of 
vessel when 
stimultaneous 
change of name 
and owner is 
sought

Do.

§67.75-17___ Redocumentation of 
vessel in former 
name when name 
is changed 
simultaneously 
with ownership, 
tonnage,
description or rig.

D a

§67.77-3____ Yacht commission...... Do.
§ 67.79-1____ Inspection certificate 

as a condition 
precedent to 
documentation.

Do.

8 67.87-1____ Registration of 
private code 
signals.

Do.

The previous requirement that 
evidence establishing complete chain of 
title be produced by an applicant 
regardless of the intended employment 
of the vessel is eliminated in the case of 
registrys, fishery licenses and pleasure 
licenses. The production of evidence 
establishing complete chain of title in 
the case of registiys and fishery licenses

serves no real purpose in that a sale 
foreign does not preclude the 
subsequent employment of a vessel in 
these trades. Where a pleasure license 
is sought, the owner of such vessel may, 
at his option, produce evidence 
establishing chain of title from the point 
of last state or foreign registration only 
or provide evidence establishing 
complete chain of title. Any pleasure 
license issued pursuant to a simplified 
application will contain a restrictive 
endorsement prohibiting the vessel from 
obtaining a coastwise or Great Lakes 
license. (Such restrictive endorsement 
may be removed by a subsequent 
showing of complete chain of title 
proving that the vessel has never been 
sold or registered foreign.) The objective 
of these reductions in die amount of title 
evidence required is to reduce the 
reporting burden on the large segment of 
the maritime community which has no 
interest in or need for coastwise 
privileges for its vessels.

Discussion of Proposed Forms

New forms are proposed in 
conjunction with the proposed 
regulations. These forms are 
consolidated and simplified to elicit only 
the information necessary to ensure 
compliance with the substantive 
statutory provisions remaining in force 
following passage of the Vessel 
Documentation Act. Many previous 
forms are eliminated outright; those 
which remain now require much less 
time and effort to complete because of 
reduced information demands.

In addition, the frequency of 
submission is reduced to the minimum 
consonant with maintaining the 
accuracy of internal records and 
enforcing the substantive laws which 
remain. For the reader’s convenience, 
prototypes of the forms proposed to be 
utilized are reproduced below. These 
forms should be considered in 
conjunction with the proposed 
regulations themselves to ascertain their 
comprehensibility. Comments or 
suggestions pertaining to their format or 
contents will be welcomed and 
acknowledged. (Comments are also 
invited on the forms presented in the 
appendices to 46 CFR Subpart 68.01. 
Those forms are not presented below 
because they affect less than ten (10) 
parties per year.)
BILUNG CODE 49UM4-M
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Table 3, which is included as 
supplementary information, shows the 
function a given proposed form serves 
and the previous form or forms it 
replaces.

Table 3.—Function of Proposed Forms

Form Use Replaces

CG-1261

CG-1258

1. Title evidence for initial docu
mentation of new vessel.

2. Evidence of U.S. build for 
coastwise and fisheries ves
sels.

1. Application for initial docu
mentation.

CG-1261.

1. CG-1258.
2. CG-1259.

CG-1270....

CG-1280

2. Application for all changes__
3. Application for replacement 

of certificate of documenta
tion.

Certificate of Documentation— 
All Licenses.

Renewal of, certificate of docu-

3. Cert as to 
organiza
tion of 
corpora
tion.

4. CG-1319.
5. CG-1320.
6. CG-1323.
7. CG-1305.
1. CG-1265.
2. CG-1266.
3. CG-1271.
4. CG-1273.
5. CG-1285.
6. CG-1288.
7. CG-1290.
CG-1280.

and mentation.
1280A.

CG-1292

CG-1305

Additional mortgage endorse
ments.

Notifications to owner____ ____

CG-1292.

Ad hoc 
methods.

CG-1322.... 
CG-1330 —

CG-1322.... 

CG-1340....

Evidence of vessel marking------
Summary of vessel ownership 

and encumbrances.
1. Transfer of records for 

change of home port.
2. Full record of vessel history....
Evidence of title for used ves

sels.

CG-1356.... 

CG-4593....

Evidence of sale by governmen
tal entity.

Evidence of mortgagee consent 
Jo changes.

CG-1322.
CG-1330.

1. CG-1340.
2. CG-1342.
3. CG-1344.
4. CG-1346. 
CG-1356.

Table 4, which is included as 
supplementary information, shows the 
number of the proposed form, the party 
responsible for its completion, and the 
frequency of its submission.

Table 4.—Submission of Proposed Forms

Form Completed
by Frequency

CG-1261.... Builder......... Once.
CG-1258.... Vessel 1. Initial documentation.

owner. 2. Any change in data on certifi
cate of documentation.

3. Any replacement of certifi
cate of documentation.

CG-1270.... Documenta
tion officer.

CG-1280.... Vessel
owner.

Annually.

CG-1292 — Documenta
tion officer.

CG-1305 — Documenta
tion offcer.

CG-1322 — Owner.......... 1. Initial Documentation.
2. Any home port change.
3. Any hailing port change.
4. Any vessel name change.

CG-1330 — Documenta
tion officer.

Table 4.—Submission of Proposed 
Forms—Continued

Form Completed
by Frequency

CG-1332 — Documenta
tion officer.

CG-1340 — Seller of 
vessel.

Any sale of vessel.

CG-1356.... Government
agency.

Any vessel sale arising from 
court or other governmental 
action.

CG-4593 — Vessel
mortgagee.

Change in any vessel data on 
certificate of documentation 
issued to vessel covered by 
preferred mortgage.

Table 5, which is included as 
supplementary information, summarizes 
the forms actually eliminated by the 
proposal.

Table 5.—Summary of Forms Eliminated 
by the Proposal

Form N o.. Title

CG-1250...
CG-12581.
CG-1259*.
CG-1265...
CG-1265A
CG-1266A
CG-1271...
CG-1273...

Application for yacht commission.
Oath on registry, etc., for individual, eta 
Oath on registry, etc., for corporation. 
Certificate of registry.
Special appendix to certificate of registry. 
Provisional certificate of registry. 
Consolidated enrollment and license.
Frontier consolidated enrollment and N-

CG-1285...
CG-1288...
CG-1290...
CG-1305...

CG-1316...
CG-1319.-
CG-1320-
CG-1323...
CG-1340*.
CG-1342*.
CG-1344*.

cense.
License of vessel under twenty tons.
License of yacht under twenty tons. 
Consolidated enrollment and yacht license. 
Master's oath for new or lost document, 

etc.
Certificate of record.
Designation of home port
Application for award of official number, eta
Application for change of vessel name.
Bill of sale of registered vessel.
Bill of sale of enrolled vessel.
Bill of sale of licensed vessel under 20 

tons.
CG-1346*.
CG-1348...
CG-1363...
CG-1418...
CG-1421...
CG-1502...

CG-1503...

Bill of sale of enrolled or licensed yacht 
Mortgage of vessel.
Satisfaction of mortgage.
Laid-up vessels of the U.S.
Endorsements of change of master 
Digest of laws, etc., governing, 
documentation (except on Great Lakes). 
Digest of laws, etc., governing documenta

tion (Great Lakes).

1 Present forms CG-1258 and 1259 are simplified, consoli
dated, and replaced by a single new form, proposed CG - 
1258.

* Present forms CG-1340, 1343, 1344 and 1346 are 
simplified, consolidated, knd replaced by a single new form, 
proposed CG-1340.

Discussion of Proposed Reporting, 
Recordkeeping, and Other Compliance 
Requirements

In keeping with the thrust of the 
proposed regulations, all extrinsic (i.e. 
non-form) reporting, recordkeeping, and 
other compliance requirements are 
reduced to a minimum. Proposed 
Subparts 67.05, 67.07,67.19 and 67.27 
contain the bulk of these requirements, 
many of which are necessitated by 
statutes reserving coastwise trade to 
United States-built vessels which have 
never been sold or registered foreign.

Proposed Subpart 67.05 details the 
title requirements for vessel 
documentation. Whereas the present

regulations require the production of 
evidence establishng a complete chain 
of title back to the construction of the 
vessel regardless of the document 
sought, the proposed regulations require 
such evidence only where a coastwise 
or Great Lakes license endorsement is 
sought. Production of evidence 
establishing the complete chain of title 
where these endorsements are sought is 
required by the first proviso to 46 U.S.C. 
883, which states that a vessel otherwise 
entitled to coastwise privileges which is 
subsequently sold foreign in whole or in 
part or placed under foreign registry 
loses those privileges. Where a registry 
or fishery license is sought, evidence 
establishing chain of title only from the 
last state, federal, or foreign registration 
is required. This limited title evidence 
serves to establish ownership of the 
vessel in order that the owner’s United 
States citizenship may be verified. 
Pleasure vessel owners are given the 
option of providing evidence which 
establishes a complete chain of title or 
which establishes the limited chain of 
title applicable to registries and fishery 
licenses. (Production of evidence 
establishing a complete chain of title ' 
would serve to enhance the subsequent 
marketability of a pleasure vessel.) In no 
case is title information required in 
excess of that necessary to enforce the 
pertinent citizenship and foreign sale 
statutes. Note also that the present 
requirement for extrinsic evidence of 
citizenship is eliminated.

Proposed Subpart 67.07 describes the 
submissions which constitute 
acceptable evidence of title. This 
Subpart is intended to eliminate the 
need for professional consultation by a 
vessel owner seeking to establish title. 
Where the requirement for evidence in 
the form of a recordable bill of sale 
exists, it exists as a result of the 
provisions of the Ship Mortgage Act of 
1920. Provision is made for the waiver of 
recordable evidence where good cause 
is shown and other competent evidence 
of passage of title is produced.

Proposed Subpart 67.19 imposes 
requirements for extrinsic evidence in 
the cases of captured, forfeited, and 
wrecked vessels and vessels which are 
the subject of private legislation. In each 
of these cases, the requirement for 
extrinsic evidence is the result of 
statutory provisions reserving coastwise 
privileges to United States-built vessels 
which have never been sold or 
registered foreign.

Proposed Subpart 67.27 imposes 
requirements for extrinsic evidence in 
cases where application is made for a 
determination that a vessel is either new 
or rebuilt or where application is made
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for the registration of funnel marks and 
house flags. Both the application for a 
determination that a vessel is new and 
for registration of funnel marks and 
house flags are optional with the vessel 
owner. An application for a rebuilt 
determination is triggered by the second 
proviso of 46 U.S.C. 883, which 
mandates that a vessel measuring at 
least 500 gross tons which is rebuilt 
outside the United States, as defined in 
46 U.S.C. 883, loses its coastwise 
privileges. "

The other extrinsic evidence 
requirements are the admeasurement 
requirements discussed in Subpart 6Z.11 
and the marking requirements discussed 
in Subpart 67.15. Evidence of 
admeasurement is required in order to 
ensure that a vessel is at least five (5) 
net tons; vessels below this size are not 
eligible for documentation. Such 
evidence also establishes a vessel’s 
eligibility for preferred mortgage 
financing and determines whether it is 
subject to the second proviso of 46 

, U.S.C. 883. In addition, many other 
statutory and regulatory provisions too 
numerous to discuss in detail are based 
upon the tonnage of a vessel. The 
photographs required as evidence of 
marking in Subpart 67.15 are necessary 
to establish the identity of a 
documented vessel to prevent fraud 
against potential repair and 
materialmen and mortgagees, and for 
law enforcement purposes.

The amount of professional assistance 
necessary to identify and provide the 
extrinsic evidence required by the 
Subparts discussed above is minimized 
by the detailed descriptions of the types 
of acceptable evidence contained in the 
proposed regulations. Where preferred 
mortgage financing is involved, 
however, the lender will likely insist on 
the use of a broker or an attorney. Also, 
in any case where the preparation of a 
preferred mortgage instrument is 
involved, it is highly likely that 
professional assistance will be sought.
Evaluation and Initial Regulatory 
Flexibility Analysis

The Coast Guard has evaluated this 
proposal under Executive Order 12291 
and the Department of Transportation’s 
“Policies and Procedures for 
Simplification, Analysis, and Review of 
Regulations” (DOT Order 2100.5 dated 
May 22,1980), and has determined that 
it is neither a major nor a significant 
rulemaking. Therefore, an evaluation 
may be performed in place of a full 
regulatory analysis. This proposed rule 
may potentially have “a significant 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities.” Therefore, an Initial 
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis (IRFA) is

mandated by the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, Pub. L. 96-354, September 19,1980 
(5 U.S.C. 603). The Regulatory Flexibility 
Act authorizes the avoidance of 
duplicative or unnecessary analyses (5 
U.S.C. 605). The required Evaluation and 
IRFA are therefore combined and 
presented below.

The Coast Guard is considering action 
in the form of these proposed 
regulations as a response to the 
Congressional mandate of the Vessel 
Documentation Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96- 
594) to “revise and simplify” the laws 
relating to the documentation of vessels.

Hie legal basis for the proposed 
action is found at section 124 of the 
Vessel Documentation Act of 1980. The 
Act becomes effective on July 1,1982, 
and authorizes the Secretary of the 
department in which the Coast Guard is 
operating to prescribe regulations to 
carry out the purposes of the Act. The 
objective of the proposed rule is to 
simplify the paperwork and reporting 
requirements necessary to effect the 
documentation of a vessel as a “vessel 
of the United States” and to streamline 
internal administrative procedures and 
requirements.

The benefits of documenting a vessel 
as a “vessel of the United States” are 
practical, legal, and financial. The 
salient practical benefit (and not 
coincidentally the reason the concept of 
federal documentation exists at all) is to 
insure unencumbered interstate and 
international commerce. This practical 
benefit is intimately related to the legal 
benefits attendant upon federal 
documentation. The existence of a 
federal system of documentation serves 
to preempt state numbering and 
regulatory schemes such that a vessel 
operated under a federal license (e.g., a  
coastwise license) is insured access to 
state waters for various activities. 
Indeed, the federal documentation 
statutes are a direct result of 
dissatisfaction with impediments to the 
free flow of commerce by the states 
during the early days of the Republic. 
That federal documentation continues to 
provide this benefit is evidenced by the 
recurring preemption cases in which a 
vessel owner or operator invokes the 
protections of documentation in defense 
of a lawsuit brought by a statfe seeking 
to close its waters to non-residents for 
certain activities. In the field of 
international commerce, documentation 
as a “vessel of the United States” 
establishes the nationality of a vessel 
and confers the privileges, protections 
and immunities contemplated by 
longstanding international law and 
custom. Another practical benefit of 
federal documentation stems from the

preferential customs and tax treatment 
accorded to “vessels of the United 
States.” Established national policy 
seeks to promote the existence of an 
American merchant marine as a 
resource to be drawn upon in time of 
emergency or war. To the extent that 
federal documentation is a condition 
precedent to the receipt of preferential 
customs and tax treatment, it serves as 
a tool to promote national policy 
interests. The major financial benefit 
conferred by federal documentation is 
preferred ship’s mortgage financing for 
“vessels of the United States” under the 
provisions of the Ship Mortgage Act of 
1920. The availability of both private 
capital and Title XI financing through 
the Maritime Administration hinges 
upon the existence of the preferred 
mortgage as security for loans against 
vessels. Since the proposed regulations 
will make it easier to document a vessel 
under U.S. law, they will enhance the 
availability of the benefits outlined 
above.

The implementation of the proposed 
regulations and forms should also result 
in a very substantial annual burden hour 
and dollar cost saving to the public. The 
estimates of these savings discussed 
below reflect savings to all segments of 
the public, including but not limited to 
small entities. The Coast Guard 
estimates that there will be 229,673 
fewer responses required per year, and 
255,409 fewer hours consumed annually, 
in completing forms, resulting in a net 
saving to the public of $5,108,180 per 
year. This represents a 48.9% reduction 
in the number of responses, an 81.3% 
reduction in burden hours and an 81.3% 
reduction in the cost to the public. All of 
these savings are realized as the result 
of a reduction in the total amount of 
information required to document a 
vessel and to conduct subsequent 
transactions. The estimated burden 
hours and costs were derived using the 
methodology described below.

The total number of respondents, 
including but not limited to small 
entities, is estimated to be 120,175 
annually; this figure is based upon the 
total number of documented vessels in 
existence and historical data concerning 
the number of new applications for 
previously undocumented vessels which 
might reasonably be expected on an 
annual basis. The frequency of response 
is estimated to average 2 per respondent 
per year. This estimate is based upon 
historical data accumulated under the 
present vessel documentation system, 
adjusted to account for the 
simplifications made in the proposed 
regulations. It should be noted that the 
number of responses per respondent will
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vary considerably depending on the 
respondent and the number of vessels 
owned. The horn's of annual burden on 
the public, 58,645, represents the sum of 
the burden hours calculated for each 
proposed form. This latter figure was 
derived utilizing personnel within the 
Coast Guard who were unfamiliar with 
the proposed forms to arrive at an hour 
estimate to complete an individual form. 
This hour estimate was then multiplied 
by the approximate number of annual 
responses anticipated per form to arrive 
at an estimate of the time which the 
public might reasonably be expected to 
consume in the course of a year. In 
estimating the cost of the information 
collection to the public, a value of $20.00 
per hour was placed on the public’s 
time. This dollar figure represents a 
reasonable estimate of the cost of 
compliance on an hourly basis. Business 
overhead and the necessity for 
professional assistance in completing 
the forms associated with the more 
complex documentation transactions 
have been factored into this dollar cost 
estimate. Using this estimate and 
multiplying it by the total number of 
annual burden hours resulted in an 
estimated total dollar cost of $1,171,820.

In considering these estimates, the 
reader should note that not all vessels of 
the requisite size are required by law to 
be documented. Documentation is not 
statutorily required for vessels engaging 
in foreign trade or for those employed 
exclusively for pleasure. A registry is 
obtained "voluntarily” for purposes of 
establishing the nationality of a vessel 
for the protections of international law 
and/or to obtain preferred mortgage 
financing. Pleasure vessels are 
documented mainly for the purpose of 
obtaining preferred mortgage financing.

The reader should also note that these 
figures are purely estimates and reflect 
the total potential population of 
respondents. The Coast Guard 
welcomes comment on the actual 
burdens and costs that will be imposed 
by this proposal, especially with respect 
to those imposed on small entities.

Insofar as the Coast Guard is 
presently able to determine, the 
proposed regulations will apply to the 
following small entities: Small 
businesses, individuals, non-profit 
organizations, and municipal 
governments currently owning 
documented vessels or seeking to 
document vessels in the future; brokers, 
attorneys, and law offices providing 
vessel documentation services; small 
shipbuilders building vessels which are 
subsequently documented; boat dealers 
selling vessels of at least five (5) net 
tons in size; and lending institutions

engaging in preferred mortgage 
financing. The Coast Guard estimates 
the numbers of these small entities as 
follows:
Small businesses and individuals—19,484
Non-profit organizations—15
Municipal governments—75
Brokers, attorneys and law offices—125
Small shipbuilders—575
Boat dealers—2,500
Lending institutions—Unknown

All numerical estimates are gross 
approximations; should any reader have 
access to more accurate data or have 
knowledge of a small entity which has 
been overlooked, the reader should 
make that information available for 
inclusion in the Final Evaluation/ 
Regulatory Flexibility Analysis.

The small businesses and individuals 
affected by the proposed regulations fall 
into four main categories: those engaged 
in commercial fishing or fish processing, 
those engaged in oil exploitation 
activities, those engaged in carrying 
passengers for hire, and those owning a 
vessel used exclusively for pleasure.
The businesses involved range from sole 
proprietorships to small corporations. 
The small entities in this category will 
experience a uniformly beneficial effect 
as a result of reduced paperwork 
burdens and documentation office 
backlogs. There should be a reduction in 
the time and money expended 
completing and filing forms and in 
correcting erroneous submissions. The 
proposed regulations have been written 
so as to enable a vessel owner to effect 
the documentation of his vessel without 
the assistance of a broker or attorney 
specializing in documentation, so a 
reduction in fees expended for these 
services may result.

The non-profit organizations affected 
by the proposed regulations include 
organizations such as the Boy Scouts of 
America. These organizations will 
experience the same beneficial effects 
as small businesses and individuals.

Municipal governments affected 
require no special description and will 
experience the same beneficial effects 
as small businesses, individuals, and 
non-profit organizations.

The brokers, attorneys, and law 
offices which have made a business of 
providing vessel documentation services 
and advice to the public may or may not 
suffer an adverse economic impact 
because of the proposed regulations. To 
the extent that this business is based 
upon the incomprehensibility and heavy 
paperwork requirements of present law 
and regulations, the new regulations 
may prove detrimental by removing the 
impetus for owners seeking professional 
services. In other words, a tendency to

"do it yourself’ may emerge on the part 
of vessel owners. On the other hand, it 
is conceivable that no such detrimental 
effect may result due to the 
requirements of the lending institutions 
engaging in preferred mortgage 
financing; these institutions often insist 
upon professionally-accomplished 
vessel documentation as a prerequisite 
to lending money against a vessel. 
Further, the owner of a pleasure vessel 
of five (5) net tons or more presumably 
has the financial wherewithal to engage 
the services of a broker or attorney 
without undue hardship and may choose 
to do so as a convenience despite the 
simplifications of the new regulations. 
The best case for these entities would 
see an increase in profits due to a 
reduction in erroneous submissions and 
time spent in corresponding with 
documentation offices concerning 
submissions, which would allow the 
processing of more transactions on a flat 
fee basis per unit. In any case, the 
mandate of the Vessel Documentation 
Act to simplify the documentation 
regulations is clear; there is no rationale 
which would justify leaving the present 
regulatory morass in place because of a 
p o ten tia l detriment to brokers, 
attorneys, and law offices which have 
made a business of explainingjhem.

Small shipbuilders require no special 
description and should benefit from the 
reduced manhour costs attributable to 
providing information pertaining to the 
build of vessel.

The boat dealers affected by the 
proposed regulations will experience a 
beneficial effect; to the extent that many 
dealers arê  forced to involve themselves 
in vessel documentation transactions in 
arranging preferred mortgage financing 
for their customers, their overhead per 
sale should be eased. In addition, 
removal of the mystery presently 
surrounding the mechanics of vessel 
documentation may prompt lenders to 
be more willing to lend money against 
vessels such that financing becomes 
easier to obtain, thereby generating 
more business for the dealers.

The lending institutions affected by 
the proposed regulations are those 
involved in making loans secured by 
preferred mortgages against vessels. To 
the extent that the proposed regulations 
simplify vessel documentation, these 
entities should be more secure in the 
money they lend. In addition, the hoped- 
for reduction in documentation delays 
should reduce the overall risk involved 
in lending money against vessels, 
thereby promoting one of the objectives 
of the Ship Mortgage Act of 1920.

A description of the "projected 
reporting, recordkeeping and other
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compliance requirements of the 
proposed rule * * * and the type of 
professional skills necessary for 
preparation of the report or record” is 
required by section 603(b)(4) of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act. A detailed 
discussion of these topics is found 
above in the Preamble sections entitled 
“Discussion of Proposed Forms” and 
“Discussion of Proposed Reporting, 
Record Keeping, and Other Compliance 
Requirements.” In order to avoid 
unnecessary duplication, that section of 
the Preamble is incorporated by 
reference into this combined Draft 
Evaluation and Initial Regulatory 
Flexibility Analysis to satisfy the 
section 603(b)(4) requirement.

There are two sets of legal 
requirements or rules which duplicate or 
overlap the proposed regulations. One is 
the requirement imposed by 46 U.S.C.
838 that a ctizenship declaration 
accompany "any bill of sale, mortgage, 
hypothecation, or conveyance of any 
vessel, or part thereof, or interest 
therein” presented to the Coast Guard 
for recordation. It should be noted that 
the form of this citizenship declaration 
is prescribed by the Secretary of 
Commerce and not by the Coast Guard. 
The other overlapping requirements are 
those imposed by Section 27 of the 
Merchant Marine Act of 1920,46 U.S.C. 
883, which bars the transportation of 
merchandise by water between points in 
the United States in the coastwise trade 
in vessels not built in the United States, 
documented under the laws of the 
United States, and owned by citizens of 
the United States.

The following alternatives were 
evaluated in formulating a regulatory 
response to the mandate of the Vessel 
Documentation Act:

(a) Leaving the existing regulations in 
place;

(b) Repealing the existing regulations 
without replacement;

(c) Repealing parts of the existing 
regulations while leaving other parts 
intact or amending other parts; and

(d) Eliminating the existing 
regulations in  toto and promulgating 
new regulations which impose the 
minimum regulatory requirements 
consonant with the statutes which 
remain in place.

Alternative (a) is not viable because it 
is completely unresponsive to the 
underlying purpose of the Act. 
Alternative (b) is not viable because the 
very existence of the Act is indicative of 
a Congressional intent to remove 
documentation procedures from 
statutory control and make them subject 
to the regulatory discretion of the 
Secretary. Further, the new law requires 
the Secretary to promulgate regulations;

the extent of discretion allowed by the 
Act does not encompass a complete 
failure to regulate in the area of vessel 
documentation. Alternative (c) was 
incorporated into an early drafting effort 
which proved a dismal failure. Since the 
existing regulations reflect the results of 
piecemeal legislative tinkering with 
documentation requirements over time, 
the logic and flow of these regulations 
has been disrupted to a point where the 
requirements themselves are no longer 
clear. Mere regulatory tinkering proved 
insufficient to rectify this lack of clarity. 
As a result of the elimination of 
alternatives (a) through (c), alternative
(d) emerged as the one best suited to the 
underlying purpose of the Act—to make 
it easier to document a vessel.

The decision to impose the minimum 
number of requirements consistent with 
the statutes which remain in place 
precluded the establishment of differing 
compliance or reporting requirements or 
timetables for small entities. Rather than 
leave excess or unnecessary 
requirements in place for larger entities 
and paring back from or layering these 
requirements for smaller entities, the 
proposed regulations seek to impose the 
absolute minimum number of 
requirements for all entities. This 
approach is considered the one best 
fulfilling the mandate of the Vessel 
Documentation Act. Similarly, the 
clarification, consolidation, and 
simplification incorporated into the 
proposed regulations is for the benefit of 
all entities; small entities, however, 
should find the proposed Appendices to 
Part 67 extremely helpful in determining 
applicable requirements. Also, to the 
extent that the present confusing and 
onerous requirements disproportionately 
affect small entities, they should enjoy a 
greater relative benefit from their 
reduction. A total exemption from the ' 
coverage of the proposed regulations for 
small entities is not possible because of 
the substantive provisions of the Vessel 
Documentation Act and other statutes 
remaining in force.

Environmental Statement
The Coast Guard has determined that 

this action does not constitute a major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment. 
Therefore, it has been determined that 
this action is categorically excluded 
from further environmental 
documentation.

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Coast Guard proposes to amend Title 46, 
Code of Federal Regulations as follows:

PART 66— [RESERVED]
1. By removing Part 68.

2. By revising Part 67 to read as 
follows:

PAR t 67— DOCUMENTATION.OF 
VESSELS
Subpart 67.01— General 
Sec.
67.01- 1 Definitions of terms used in this 

part.
67.01- 3 Purpose of documentation.
67.01- 5 Vessels requiring documentation.
67.01- 7 Vessels exempt from 

documentation.
67.01- 9 Vessel eligible for documentation.

Subpart 67.03—Citizenship Requirements 
for Vessel Documentation
67.03- 1 Requirement for citizen owner.
67.03- 3 Individual.
67.03- 5 Partnership, association or joint 

venture.
67.03- 7 Trust.
67.03- 9 Corporation.
67.03- 11 Governmental entity.
67.03- 13 Evidence.

Subpart 67.05—Title Requirements for 
Vessel Documentation
67.05- 1 Requirement for title evidence.
67.05- 3 Requirement for consent of foreign 

government.
67.05- 5 Extent of title evidence required for 

coastwise or Great Lakes license.
67.05- 7 Extent of title evidence required for 

initial documentation.
67.05- 9 Extent of title evidence required 

upon subsequent transfers.
67.05- 11 Extent of title evidence required 

for change in members of partnership.
67.05- 13 Extent of title evidence required 

for vessels returning to documentation.
67.05- 15 Extent of title evidence required 

for captured, forfeited, special legislation 
and wrecked vessels.

67.05- 17 Extent of evidence required for 
change of legal name of owner.

Subpart 67.07—Acceptable Title Evidence; 
Waiver
67.07- 1 Original owner.
67.07- 3 Subsequent transfers by sale or 

donation.
67.07- 5 Passage of title by court action.
67.07- 7 Devolution of title without court 

action.
67.07- 9 Passage of title in conjunction with 

corporate mergers, etc.
67.07- 11 Passage of title by extrajudicial 

repossession and sale.
67.07- 13 Change in members of partnership.
67.07- 15 Change of legal name of owner.
67.07- 17 Waiver of recordable evidence.

Subpart 67.09—Build Requirements for 
Vessel Documentation
67.09- 1 Requirement for determination.
67.09- 3 United States built.
67.09- 5 Foreign built.
67.09- 7 Evidence.
67.09- 9 Waiver of evidence.

Subpart 67.11—Tonnage Requirements for 
Vessel Documentation
67.11-1 Requirement for determination;
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Sec.
67.11-3 Method of determination.

Subpart 67.13—-Designations Requ ired fo r 
V esse l Docum entation
67.13- 1 Official number designation.
67.13- 3 Home port designation.
67.13- 5 Vessel name designation.
67.13- 7 Hailing port documentation.

Subpart 67.15— M arking Requ irem ents fo r 
V esse l Docum entation
67.15- 1 Official number marking 

requirement.
67.15- 3 Name and hailing port marking 

requirements.
67.15- 5 Requirement for evidence of 

marking.
67.15- 7 Evidence of marking.
67.15- 9 Disputes.

Subpart 67.17— Form  o f Documentation; 
Types o f L icense; E lig ib ility
67.17- 1 Form of documentation—all 

licenses.
67.17- 3 Registry.
67.17- 5 Coastwise license.
67.17- 7 Great Lakes license.
67.17- 9 Fishery license.
67.17- 11 Pleasure license.

Subpart 67.19— App lica tion s fo r Spec ia l 
Q ua lification  o f V esse ls  fo r Docum entation
67.19- 1 Submission of applications.
67.19- 3 Captured vessels.
67.19- 5 Forfeited vessels.
67.19- 7 Special legislation.
67.19- 9 Wrecked vessels.

Subpart 67.21— Initial App lica tion  fo r 
Docum entation
67.21- 1 Application form—all licenses.
67.21- 3 Obtaining of official number.
67.21- 5 Subsequent submissions.

Subpart 67.23— Period  o f Va lid ity  o f 
C e rtif ica te  o f Docum entation; Mortgagee 
Consen t
67.23- 1 Requirement for renewal.
67.23- 3 Requirement for surrender.
67.23- 5 Restrictions on surrender; 

mortgagee consent.
67.23- 7 Requirement for replacement.
67.23- 9 Requirement for deletion.
67.23- 11 Requirement for cancellation.

Subpart 67.25— Subsequent App lica tion s—  
Renewals, Changes, Etc.
67.25- 1 . Renewals.
67.25- 3 Surrenders.
67.25- 5 Replacements.
67.25- 7 Deletions.
67.25- 9 Cancellations.

Subpart 67.27— M isce llaneous A pp lica tion s
67.27- 1 Application for as a new vessel 

determination.
67.27- 3 Required application for rebuilt 

determination.
67.27- 5 Registration of funnel marks and 

house flags.

Subpart 67.29— Reco rda tion  o f 
Instrum ents— Genera l P rov is ion s
67.29- 1 Instruments eligible for recordation.
67.29- 3 Restrictions on recordation.
67.29- 5 Requirement for vessel 

identification.

Sec.
67.29- 7 Requirement for date and 

acknowledgement.
67.29- 9 Required number of copies.
67.29- 11 Requirement for citizenship 

declaration.
67.29- 13 Place of recordation.
67.29- 15 Date and time of recordation.
Subpart 67.31— Recorda tion  o f 
Instrum ents— B ills  o f Sale, Etc.
67.31- 1 General requirements.
67.31- 3 Required signatures.
67.31- 5 Required recitations.
67.31- 7 When filing permitted.
Subpart 67.33— Recordation  o f 
Instrum ents— Chatte l M ortgages and 
Re lated Instrum ents
67.33- 1 General requirements for chattel 

mortgages.
67.33- 3 Required signatures.
67.33- 5 Required recitations.
67.33- 7 General requirements for

_ assignments of chattel mortgages.
67.33- 9 Required signatures.
67.33- 11 Required recitations.
67.33- 13 General requirements for 

assumptions of chattel mortgages.
67.33- 15 Required signatures.
67.33- 17 Required recitations.
67.33- 19 General requirements for 

amendments of or supplements to chattel 
mortgages.

67.33- 21 Required signatures.
67.33- 23 Required recitations.
Subpart 67.35— R eco rda tion  o f 
Instrum ents— N otice s o f C la im s o f L ien
67.35- 1 General requirements.
67.35- 3 Required signatures.
67.35- 5 Required recitations.
67.35- 7 Restrictions on recordation.
Subpart 67.37— Reco rda tion  o f 
Instrum ents— Pre fe rred  M ortgages a n d ' 
Re lated Instrum ents
67.37- 1 General requirements for preferred 

mortgages.
67.37- 3 Necessity for presentation of 

Certificate of Documentation.
67.37- 5 Restrictions on recordation.
67.37- 7 Required number of copies.
67.37- 9 Requirements for instruments 

supplemental tojpreferred mortgages.
67.37- 11 Restrictions on recordation.
Subpart 67.39— Rem oval o f Encum brances
67.39- 1 General requirements.
67.39- 3 Requirements for removal of 

encumbrances by court order.
67.39- 5 General requirements for 

instruments evidencing satisfaction or 
release.

67.39- 7 Required signatures
67.39- 9 Required recitations.
Subpart 67.41— A bstra cts  o f T itle  and 
C e rtif ica tes o f Ow nersh ip
67.41- 1 Requirement for Abstract of Title.
67.41- 3 Optional request for Abstract of 

Title.
67.41- 5 Request for Certificate of 

Ownership.
Subpart 67.43— Fees
67.43-1 Application for registration of 

funnel marks and house flags.

Sec.
67.43- 3 Application for name change.
67.43- 5 Application for new vessel- 

determination.
67.43- 7 Application for qualification as a 

wrecked vessel classification.
67.43- 9 Copies of records.
67.43- 11 Pleasure vessel.
67.43- 13 Recordation of instruments.

Subpart 67.45— Proh ib it ions
67.45- 1 Alteration of certificate.
67.45- 3 Command by non-citizen.
67.45- 5 Failure to have certificate on board.
67.45- 7 Failure to produce certificate.
67.45- 9 Failure to renew certificate.
67.45- 11 Failure to surrender certificate.
67.45- 13 Fraudulent application for 

certificate.
67.45- 15 Fraudulent use of certificate.
67.45- 17 Improper markings.
67.45- 19 Violation of license.
67.45- 21 Operation without documentation.
67.45- 23 Operation under invalid certificate.
67.45- 25 Unauthorized name change.

Appendices
A—Additional Requirements for specially 

qualified vessels under 46 CFR Subpart 
67.19

B—Requirements for initial documentation 
under 46 CFR Subpart 67.21 

C—Requirements for subsequent 
documentation transactions under 46 CFR 
Subpart 67.25

D—Ports of documentation 
Authority; 94 Stat. 3453 (46 U.S.C. 65 

a,c,d,e,t,v); 65 Stát. 290 (31 U.S.C. 483a); 41 
Stat. 1002, 80 Stat. 795 (46 U.S.C. 927); 41 Stat. 
1006 (46 U.S.C. 983); 94 Stat. 978 (42 U.S.C. 
9101)

Subpart 67.01— General

§ 67.01-1 D e fin itions o f term s used  in th is 
part.

Certificate of Documentation refers to 
form CG.1270.

Commandant means the Commandant 
of the United States Coast Guard.

Note.—Submissions and correspondence 
made to the Commandant pursuant to this 
part should be addressed to Commandant 
(G-MVD), U.S. Coast Guard, Washington, 
D.C. 20593.

Documentation officer means any 
person, civilian or military, who is 
authorized to approve and process 
applications made under this Part. 
Documented vessel means a vessel for 
which a valid Certificate Documentation 
is outstanding.

Home port means the port of 
Documentation where the records of a 
vessel are kept.

Officer in Charge, Marine Inspection 
(OCMI) means any person from the 
civilian or military branch of the Coast 
Guard designated as such by the 
Commandant and who, under the 
superintendence and direction of the 
Coast Guard District Commander, is in 
charge of an inspection zone for the
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performance of duties with respect to 
the inspection, enforcement, and 
administration of Title 52, Revised 
Statutes, and acts amendatory thereof or 
supplemental thereto, and rules and 
regulations thereunder. Port of 
documentation means a port which has 
been designated by the Commandant as 
a place which may serve as the home 
port of a vessel. A documentation offer 
is located in each port of documentation. 
A list of presently designated ports of 
documentation may be found in 
Appendix D to this part.

Superstructure means any structural 
part of a vessel above or including its 
deck.

United States, except as otherwise 
specified, in this Part means the fifty (50 
states, Guam, the Northern Mariana 
Islands, the United States Virgin Islands, 
Puerto Rico, and the District of 
Columbia). “Vessel” includes every 
description of watercraft or other 
contrivance used or capable of being 
used as a means of transportation on 
water, but does not include aircarft. 
Vessel also includes ocean thermal 
energy facilities and ocean thermal 
energy conversion plantships.

(a) Ocean thermal energy conversion 
facility means any facility which is 
standing or moored in or beyond the 
territorial sea of the United States and 
which is designed to use temperature 
differences in ocean water to produce 
electricity or another form of energy 
capable of being used directly to 
perform work.

(b) Ocean thermal energy conversion 
plantship means any vessel which is 
designed to use temperature differences 
in ocean water while floating unmoored 
or moving through such water to 
produce electricity or another form of 
energy capable of being used directly to 
perform work.

§ 67.01-3 Purpose of documentation.
Documentation is required for the 

operation of vessels in certain trades, 
serves as evidence of vessel nationality, 
and, with certain exceptions, permits 
vessels to be subject to preferred 
mortgages.

§ 67.01 -5 Vessels requiring 
documentation.

Any vessel of at least 5 net tons which 
engages in the fisheries, Great Lakes 
trade, or coastwise trade, unless exempt 
under § 67.01-7, must be documented.

§ 67.01-7 Vessels excluded or exempt 
from documentation.

(a) A vessel of less than five net tons 
is excluded from documentation.

(b) A vessel which does not operate 
on the navigable waters of the United

States is excluded from the requirement 
to be documented. Such vessel may, at 
the option of the owner, be documented, 
if at least 5 net tons and owned by 
citizen(s) of the United States.

(c) A non-self-propelled vessel, 
qualified to engage in the coastwise 
trade is exempt from documentation 
when used in that trade:

(1) within a harbor;
(2) in whole or in part on the rivers or 

inland lakes of the United States; or
(3) in whole or in part on the internal 

waters or canals of any state.

§ 67.01-9 Vessels eligible for 
documentation.

Any vessel of at least 5 net tons, 
wholly owned by a United States citizen 
or citizens, is eligible for documentation. 
This includes, but is not limited to, 
vessels used exclusively for pleasure 
and vessels used in foreign trade.

Subpart 67.03— Citizenship 
Requirements for Vessel 
Documentation

§ 67.03-1 Requirement for citizen owner.
Certificates of Documentation are 

available only to vessels which are 
wholly owned by United States citizens. 
For the purpose of obtaining a 
Certificate of Documentation, the 
persons and entities discussed in 
§ § 67.03-3 through 67.03-11 are citizens.

§67.03-3 individual.
An individual is a citizen if he is a 

native-born, naturalized, or derivative 
citizen of the United States, or otherwise 
qualifies as a United States citizen.

§ 67.03-5 Partnership, association, or joint 
venture.

(a) A partnership is a citizen if each of 
its partners, including each limited 
partner, is a citizen.

(b) An association is a citizen if each 
of its members is a citizen.

(c) A joint venture is a citizen if each 
of its members is a citizen.

§67.03-7 Trust.
A trust arrangement fulfills the 

citizenship requirements if each of its 
trustees and each of its beneficiaries is a 
citizen.

§ 67.03-9 Corporation.
(a) A corporation is a citizen for the 

purposes of obtaining a registry, a 
fishery license, or a pleasure license if:

(1) It is incorporated under the laws of 
the United States, including any federal 
scheme of incorporations;

(2) Its chief executive officer, by 
whatever title, is a United States citizen;

(3) Its chairman of the board of 
directors is a United States citizen; and

(4) No more of its directors are 
non.citizens than a minority of the 
number necessary to constitute a 
quorum.

(b) A corporation is a citizen for the 
purposes of obtaining a coastwise or 
Great Lakes license endorsement if

(1) It meets all the requirements of 
paragraph (a) of this section; and

(2) At least 75 percent of the interest 
in the corporation is owned by a United 
States citizen. (See.46 U.S.C. § 802)

(c) A corporation which does not meet 
the requirements of paragraph (b) of this 
section may qualify for limited 
coastwise trading privileges by meeting 
the requirements of Subpart 68.01.

(d) Although a corporation meets the 
requirements of paragraph (a) of this 
section, it may be limited in its ability to 
document a vessel which is either 
documented or was last documented 
pursuant to these regulations or any 
predecessor regulations thereto. If the 
controlling interest in that corporation is 
not held by U.S. citizens, it may not 
document such a vessel unless it 
evidences that the Maritime 
Administration approved that 
corporation’s acquisition of the vessel, 
(see 46 U.S.C. 802, 808)
§ 67.03-11 Governmental entity.

A governmental entity is a citizen if it 
is a government of the United States. 
§67.03-13 Evidence.

An original form CG-1258 serves as 
prima facie evidence of the applicant’s 
citizenship.

Subpart 67.05— Title Requirements for 
Vessel Documentation
§ 67.05-1 Requirement for title evidence.

The owner of a vessel must present 
title evidence, to the extent specified in 
this subpart:

(a) When application is made for a 
coastwise license or a Great Lakes 
license on behalf of a vessel which has 
not previously been qualified for such 
license;

(b) For the initial documentation of 
the vessel;

(c) When the ownership of a 
documented vessel changes in whole or 
in part;

(d) When the membership of a 
partnership owing a documented vessel 
changes by addition, deletion, or 
substitution, without dissolution of the 
partnership;

(e) When a vessel which has been 
deleted from documentation is returned 
to documentation and there has been an 
intervening change or changes of 
ownership; or

(f) When the legal name of the owner 
of a documented vessel changes.
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§ 67.05-3 Requirem ent fo r consen t o f 
fo re ign  governm ent.

Whenever a vessel which is entering 
or re-entering documentation has last 
been registered under the laws of a 
foreign country, the applicant must 

»provide evidence of the consent of the 
foreign government to the removal of the 
vessel from its registry.

§ 67.05-5 Extent o f title  ev idence  required 
fo r coastw ise  o r  G reat Lakes license.

When the owner of a vessel makes 
application for a coastwise license on 
behalf of a vessel which is eligible for 
but which has not previously acquired 
such license, the owner must provide 
evidence which establishes a complete 
chain of title for the vessel accompanied 
by competent and persuasive evidence 
establishing the citizenship of each 
entity in the chain.

§ 67.05-7 Extent o f title ev idence  required 
fo r in itia l docum entation.

(a) New vessels—the only title 
evidence required for a vessel being 
documented by the owner for whom the 
vessel was built shall be the 
certification of builder (CG-1261) 
described in § 67.09-7, regardless of the 
license endorsement sought.

(b) Used vessels—the title evidence 
required for such vessels varies with the 
type of license endorsement sought:

(1) Where a coastwise or Great Lakes 
license endorsement is sought, title 
evidence must be presented in 
accordance with § 67.05-5.

(2) Where a registry or fishery license 
endorsement is sought, the vessel owner 
must produce a copy of the last 
registration of the vessel (state, federab 
or foreign) and evidence which 
establishes chain of title from that 
registration to the present owner. (See
§ 67.09-1 concerning the requirement for 
a certification of builder where a 
fisheries license is sought.)

(3) Where a pleasure license 
endorsement is sought, the owner may, 
at his option, comply with either 
paragraph (b)(1) or (b)(2) of this section.

§ 67.05-9 Exten t o f title  ev idence  required 
upon subsequent transfers.

When the ownership of a documented 
vessel changes, in whole or in part, the 
applicant for documentation must 
present the title evidence required by 
Subpart 67.07 to reflect all ownership 
changes and citizenship evidence for all 
owners subsequent to the last 
documentation.

§ 67.05-11 Exten t o f  title ev idence  
requ ired fo r change in m em bers o f 
partnersh ip.

When a change in the members of a 
partnership owning a documented

vessel occurs, the partnership must 
present the evidence required by 
§ 67.07-13 to reflect the change.

§ 67.05-13 Extent o f title  ev idence  
required fo r v esse ls  re turn ing to  
docum entation.

When the owner of a vessel which has 
been deleted from documentation 
applies to have the vessel returned to 
documentation, the owner must provides 
evidence establishing complete chain of 
title from the last owner under 
documentation, and citizenship evidence 
for all owners in that chain.

§ 67.05-15 Exten t o f title  ev idence  
requ ired fo r captured, fo rfe ited, spec ia l 
leg is lation , and w recked vesse ls .

(a) In the case of a captured or 
forfeited vessel, the owner must provide 
evidence establishing chain of title from 
the point of judicial decree and 
citizenship evidence for all owners in 
that chain.

(b) In the case of a wrecked vessel or 
a vessel which is the subject of special 
legislation, the owner must provide:

(1) For initial documentation of the 
vessel, a copy of the last registration, 
evidence establishing chain of title from 
the point of that registration, and 
citizenship evidence for all owners 
subsequent to the Commandant 
determination that the vessel is eligible 
for documentation under 46 U.S.C. 14.

(2) For a previously documented 
vessel, the title evidence reflecting all 
ownership changes and citizenship 
evidence for all owners subsequent to 
the last documentation.

§ 67.05-17 Exten t o f ev idence  requ ired fo r 
change o f lega l name o f owner.

When the legal name of the owner of 
a documented vessel changes, the owner 
must present such evidence as is 
required by § 67.07-15 to reflect the 
change.

Subpart 67.07—Acceptable Title 
Evidence; Waiver

§ 67.07-1 O rig ina l owner.

The builder’s certification required by 
§ 67.09-7 serves as evidence of the 
original owner of a vessel.

§ 67.07-3 Subsequent transfe r by sa le  o r 
donation.

(a) Except as otherwise provided in 
this Subpart, transfers of vessel title 
must be evidenced by a bill of sale in 
recordable form, as described in § 67.31— 
1, accompanied by a declaration of 
citizenship from the new owner, 
executed on the appropriate Maritime 
Administration form. (See § 67.29-11)

(b) The bill of sale form used may be 
form CG-1340, or form CG-1356, if 
appropriate.

(c) An applicant for documentation 
who cannot produce title evidence 
which is required in recordable form 
may apply for a waiver of that 
requirement by complying with the 
provisions of § 67.07-17.

§ 67.07-5 Passage  o f title  by  cou rt action.
(a) When title to a vessel has passed 

by court action, that passage must be 
established by certified copies of the 
relevant court order(s).

(b) When the authority to transfer title 
to a vessel has been conferred by court 
action, that authority must be 
established by certified copies of the 
relevant court order(s).

(c) Passage of title subsequent to such 
court orders must be established in 
accordance with the remainder of this 
Subpart.

§ 67.07-7 D evo lu tion  o f title  w ithout court 
action.

(a) When title to a vessel has passed 
to a surviving joint tenant or tenants or 
a tenant by the entirety, by reason of the 
death of a tenant, such passage must be 
established by a certified copy of the 
death certificate for the deceased 
tenant.

(b) Where the laws of the applicable 
jurisdiction permit devolution, without 
court action, of title to a vessel which is 
the property of a deceased, an applicant 
seeking to document a vessel which has 
so devolved must present evidence of 
compliance with the applicable state 
statute(s).

(c) Passage of title subsequent to such 
devolutions must be established in 
accordance with the remainder of this 
subpart.

§ 67.07-9 Passage  o f title  in con junction 
w ith co rpo ra te  m ergers, etc.

(a) When title to a vessel has passed 
as the result of a corporate merger or 
similar transaction, wherein the assets 
of one corporation have been 
transferred to another, the passage of 
title must be established by materials 
which specifically identify the vessel as 
being among the assets transferred. An 
example of suitable materials includes 
the resolution of the board of directors 
or shareholders of the corporation which 
held title to the vessel before the 
transaction.

(b) In jurisdictions where there is an 
official recognition of the 
accomplishment of such merger, etc., a 
certified copy of such official 
recognition must be provided in addition 
to the material required by paragraph
(a) of this section.
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(c) Passage of title subsequent to such 
merger must be established in 
accordance with the remainder of this 
Subpart.

§ 67.07-11 Passage  o f title  by extra
jud icia l repossess ion  and sale.

(a) When title to a vessel has passed 
by reason of an extra-judicial 
repossession and sale, such passage 
must be established by:

(1) A copy of the instrument under 
which foreclosure was made;

(2) An affidavit from the foreclosing 
party setting forth the reasons for 
foreclosure, the chronology of 
foreclosure, the statute(s) under which 
foreclosure was made, and the steps 
taken to comply with the relevant 
instrument and statute(sj;

(3) Evidence of substantial compliance 
with the relevant instrument(s) and 
statutes; and

(4) A bill of sale in recordable form 
from the foreclosing party as agent for 
the defaulting owner(s).

(b) Passage of title subsequent to such 
sale must be established in accordance 
with the remainder of this subpart.

§ 67.07-13 Change in m em bers o f 
partnership.

(a) When the membership of a 
partnership owning a documented 
vessel changes by addition, deletion, or 
substitution, the change must be 
established by a written statement from 
a surviving general partner detailing the 
nature of the change.

(b) Passage of title subsequent to such 
change must be established in 
accordance with the remainder of this 
subpart.

§ 67.07-15 Change o f lega l name o f 
owner.

(a) When the name of a corporation 
which owns a documented vessel 
changes, the owner must present 
certification from the appropriate 
secretary of state evidencing 
registration o f the change.

(b) When the name of an individual 
who owns a documented vessel changes 
for any other reason, competent and 
persuasive evidence establishing the 
change must be provided.

(c) Passage of title subsequent to such 
changes must be established in 
accordance with the remainder of this 
subpart.

§ 67.07-17 W aiver o f recordab le  evidence.
(a) When the evidence of title passage 

required by this subpart is a recordable 
bill of sale, and the applicant is unable 
to produce a bill of sale in recordable 
form, such applicant may request that 
the documentation officer where 
application for documentation or

redocumentation is made waive that 
requirement.

(b) The request for waiver must 
consist of:

(1) A written statement from the 
applicant, detailing the reasons why a 
recordable instrument cannot be 
obtained; and

(2) Other competent and persuasive 
evidence of the passage of title.

(c) No waiver of the requirement to 
produce a recordable bill of sale shall be 
granted absent other competent and 
persuasive evidence of title passage.

Subpart 67.09— Build Requirements for 
Vessel Documentation

§ 67.09-1 Requirement for determination.
Evidence that a vessel was built in the 

United States must be on file for any 
vessel for which a coastwise license, a 
Great Lakes license, or a fishery license 
is sought, unless the vessel is otherwise 
qualified for those licenses under 
Subpart 67.19.

§ 67.09-3 United States built.
A vessel is considered built in the 

United States if:
(a) All major components of its hull 

and superstructure are fabricated in the 
United States; and

(b) The vessel is assembled entirely in 
the United States; and

(c) At least fifty (50) percent of the 
cost of all machinery (including 
propulsion) and components which are 
not an integral part of the hull or 
superstructure relates to items procured 
in the United States.

(d) For the purposes of this section, 
United States includes American 
Samoa.

§ 67.09-5 Foreign built.
A vessel is considered foreign built if 

it does not meet the requirements of 
§ 67.09-3.

§ 67.09-7 Evidence.
(a) Evidence of the facts of building 

shall be an original form CG-1261, or its 
equivalent, executed by a person having 
personal knowledge of the facts of build 
because he:

(1) Constructed the vessel; or
(2) Supervised the actual construction 

of the vessel.
(b) The applicant must file a separate 

certificate from each builder involved in 
the construction of the vessel.

§ 67.09-9 Waiver of evidence.
(a) If an applicant is unable to obtain 

the evidence required by § 67.09-7, the 
owner may apply to the documentation 
officer at the documentation office 
where application for documentation is 
made for a waiver of that requirement.

(b) The application for waiver must 
consist of:

(1) A request for the waiver, setting 
forth the reasons why the evidence 
required by § 67.09-7 cannot be 
furnished; and

(2) Other competent and persuasive 
evidence of the facts of building.

(c) No waiver of the requirements 
imposed by § 67.09-7 may be granted in 
the absence of competent and 
persuasive evidence of the facts of 
build.

Subpart 67.11— Tonnage 
Requirements for Vessel 
Documentation

§ 67.11-1 Requirement for determination.
Documentation is available only to 

vessels of at least five (5) net tons. The 
tonnage of a vessel must be determined:

(a) For initial documentation;
(b) Whenever there is a change in the 

gross of net tonnage of a documented 
vessel; or •

(c) When the gross or net tonnage of a 
vessel returning to documentation has 
changed since the vessel’s last 
documentation.

§ 67.11-3 Method of determination.
The gross and net tonnage of a vessel 

are determined in accordance with 46 
CFR Part 69. A Certificate of 
Admeasurement issued by an 
authorized official is the only acceptable 
evidence of the gross and net tonnage of 
a vessel.

Subpart 67.13— Designations Required 
for Vessel Documentation

§ 67.13-1 Official number designation.
(a) The owner of a vessel must apply 

to the Commandant, via a 
documentation officer, using form CG- 
1258, for designation of an official 
number for the vessel:

(1) Upon application for initial 
documentation of the vessel; and

(2) When an existing vessel has been 
severed, with two (2) or more vessels 
resulting. In this case, the official 
number of the original vessel is retired 
and the owner of each resulting vessel 
must apply for designation of a new 
official number.

§ 67.13-3 Home port designation.
(a) The owner of a vessel must 

designate a home port for that vessel:
(1) Upon initial documentation;
(2) When there is a change in the 

ownership of the vessel, in whole or in 
part; or

(3) When there is a change in the 
home port of the vessel.
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(b) The owner must designate the 
home port according to the following 
rules:

(1) The home port of a vessel owned 
by one person is the port of 
documentation closest to that person’s 
home address.

(2) Where two (2) or more persons 
with different addresses own a vessel, 
the home port must be the port of 
documentation closest to the address of 
any one of the owners.

(3) Where a vessel is owned by a 
partnership, the home port must be 
determined using the address of the 
partnership.

(4) Where a vessel is owned in a trust 
arrangement, the home port must be 
determined using the address of any one 
of the trustees.

(5) Where the vessel is owned by a 
corporation, the home port must be 
determined using either the State of 
incorporation or the place where the 
corporation has its principal place of 
business.

(6) Where the vessel owner does not 
reside in the United States or does not 
have a permanent address in the United 
States, the home port must be 
Washington, D.C.

(7) Where the vessel is owned by the 
Federal Government or any agency 
thereof, the home port must be 
Washington, D.C.

(8) Where the vessel is owned by a 
State, territory, or possession or any 
agency thereof, or the home port must 
be the port of documentation closest to 
the capital of that entity.

(9) Where the vessel is owned by a 
political subdivision of a State, territory, 
or possession, the home port must be the 
port of documentation closest to that 
subdivision.

(c) The owner must make application 
for approval of the home port designated 
using form CG-1258, which serves as 
prima facie evidence of the propriety of 
the designation.

(d) The home port of a documented 
vessel must not be changed without the 
approval of the documentation officer at 
the documentation office where 
application for home port change is 
made.

(e) The original form CG-1258 
approved by the documentation officer 
at the documentation office where 
application for home port change is 
made constitutes official record of the 
designated home port.

(f) Until such time as the owner of a 
vessel is required to designate a home 
port by paragraphs (a) (2) or (3) of this 
section, the provisions of this section do 
not apply to vessels validly documented 
before the effective date of these 
regulations.

(g) The OCMI for the documentation 
office where application for approval of 
home port designation is made has final 
authority to settle disputes as to the 
propriety of that designation.

§ 67.13-5 V esse l name designation .
(a) The owner of a vessel must 

designate, using form CG-1258, a name 
for the vessel:

(1) For initial documentation; or
(2) When the owner elects to change 

the name.
(b) The name designated may not 

actually be, nor be phonetically 
identical to, any work or words used to 
solicit assistance at sea.

(c) The name of a documented vessel 
may not be changed without the prior 
approval of the documentation officer at 
the documentation office where 
application for name change is made, 
and payment of the fee prescribed in
§ 67.43-3.

(d) Evidence that approval for a name 
change has been granted shall be an 
original form CG-1258, approved by the 
documentation officer at the 
documentation office where application 
for name change is made.

(e) An approval for change of name 
lapses after three (3) months from the 
date of approval unless the vessel is 
properly marked with the new name and 
the Certificate of Documentation is 
appropriately surrendered within that 
time.

§ 67.13-7 Hailing po rt designation.
(a) The owner of a documented vessel 

must designate a hailing port to be 
marked on that vessel.

(b) Except as provided in paragraph
(c) of this section, the hailing port must 
be either:

(1) The vessel’s home port; or
(2) The city (or town, village, etc.) and 

state of the address which the owner 
used to determine the home port of the 
vessel. The state may be abbreviated.

(c) When the home port of a vessel is 
determined in accordance with § 67.13- 
3(b)(6), the hailing port must be 
Washington, D.C.

(d) An original form CG-1322 shall be 
evidence of the hailing port designated.

(e) Until such time as the owner of a 
vessel is required to designate a home 
port by § 67.13-3(a) (2) or (3), the 
provisions of this section do not apply to 
vessels validly documented before the 
effective date of these regulations.

Subpart 67.15—Marking Requirements 
for Vessel Documentation

§ 67.15-1 O ffic ia l num ber m arking 
requirement.

The official number of the vessel, 
preceded by the abbreviation "No.”

must be marked by any permanent 
method in block-type arabic numerals 
not less than three (3) inches in height 
on some clearly visible interior part of 
the hull, forward of amidships.

§ 67.15-3 Name and ha iling port m arking 
requirem ents.

(a) Pleasure vessels. For vessels 
documented exclusively for pleasure, 
the name and hailing port of the vessel 
must be marked together in clearly 
legible letters not less than four (4) 
inches in height on some clearly visible 
exterior part of the hull.

(b) Vessels with square bow. For 
vessels having a square bow, the name 
of the vessel may be marked in clearly 
legible letters not less than four (4) 
inches in height on some clearly visible 
exterior part of the bow rather than as 
specified in paragraph (c) of this section 
in order to avoid obliteration. The name 
and hailing port must be marked in 
clearly legible letters not less than four
(4) inches in height on some clearly 
visible exterior part of the stem.

(c) Other vessels. For vessels other 
than those covered in paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of this section, the name of the 
vessel must be marked in clearly legible 
letters not less than (4) inches in height 
on some clearly visible exterior part of 
the port and starboard bow and the 
stern of the vessel. The hailing port of 
such vessels must be marked in clearly 
legible letters not less than four (4) 
inches in height on some clearly visible 
exterior part of the stern of the vessel.

(d) The markings required by 
paragraphs (a), (b), and (c) of this 
section may be made by use of any 
means and materials which result in 
durable markings.

§ 67.15-5 Requ irem ent fo r ev idence  o f 
marking.

The owner of a vessel must submit 
evidence of marking:

(a) For every initial documentation;
(b) Whenever there is a change in the 

name, home port, or hailing port of a 
documented vessel; and

(c) Whenever an official number is 
designated under the provisions of
§ 67.13-l(a)(2).

§67.15-7 E v idence  o f marking.
Evidence of marking must be 

submitted on an original form CG-1322, 
accompanied by clear photographs of all 
markings required by ̂  § 67.15-1 and 
67.15-3.

§67.15-9 D isputes.
The OCMI for the documentation 

office at which application for 
documentation is made has final 
authority in any disputes concerning the
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permanency, durability, legibility, or 
placement of a vessel’s markings.

Subpart 67.17— Form of Document; 
Types of License; Eligibility

§ 67.17-1 Form  o f docum ent— ail licenses.
(a) The form of document is a 

Certificate of Documentation, form CG- 
1270.

(b) Upon qualification and proper 
application, the Certificate of 
Documentation is endorsed for registry, 
coastwise license, Great Lakes license, 
fishery license, or pleasure license.

(c) The Certificate of Documentation 
may be simultaneously endorsed for as 
many licenses as the vessel is qualified 
for and for which application has been 
made.

§ 67.17-3 Registry.
(a) A registry endorsement is 

available to a vessel to be employed in 
foreign trade; trade with Guam, 
American Samoa, Wake, Midway, or 
Kingman Reef; and in other 
employments for which a coastwise 
license or Great Lakes license or fishery 
license is not required.

(b) Any vessel of at least 5 net tons 
which is wholly owned by a United 
States citizen or citizens is eligible for a 
registry endorsement.

Note.—A foreign-built vessel documented 
under this section is not permitted to engage 
in dredging or towing in the United States, 
except in the United States Virgin Islands.

§ 67.17-5 Coastw ise  license.
(a) A coastwise license endorsement 

entitles the vessel to employment in the 
coastwise trade, the fisheries, and in 
any other employment for which a 
registry or Great Lakes licensers not 
required.

(b) The following vessels, if at least 5 
net tons, if wholly owned by a United 
States citizen or citizens, and if not 
restricted from coastwise use by 
paragraph (c) of this section, are eligible 
for a coastwise license endorsement:

(1) Vessels built in the United States 
(§ 67.09-3);

(2) Wrecked vessels (§ 67.19-9);
(3) Forfeited vessels (§ 67.19-5);
(4) Captured vessels (§ 67.19-3);
(5) Vessels granted coastwise trading 

privileges by special legislation (§ 67.19- 
7); and

(6) Vessels purchased, chartered, or 
leased from the Secretary of Commerce 
by persons who are citizens of the 
United States.

(c) A vessel otherwise eligible for a 
coastwise license endorsement under 
paragraph (b) of this section 
permanently loses that eligibility if:

(1) It is thereafter sold in whole or in 
part to an owner that is not a citizen as

defined in §§ 67.03-3, 67.03-5, 67-03-7, 
67.03-9(a), 67.03-11;

(2) It is thereafter registered under the 
laws of a foreign country;

(3) It measures 500 gross tons or over 
and undergoes rebuilding abroad
(§ 67.27-3);

(4) It is a crude oil tanker of 20,000 
deadweight tons or above, and after 17 
October 1978 has installed outside the 
United States or its territories (not 
including trust territories) segregated 
ballast tanks, a crude oil washing 
system, or an inert gas system.

(d) A vessel otherwise eligible for 
coastwise license endorsement under 
paragraph (b) of this section loses that 
eligibility during any period in which it 
is owned by a corporation which does 
not meet the citizenship requirements of 
§ 67.03-9(b).

§ 67.17-7 G reat Lakes license.
(a) A Great Lakes license 

endorsement entitles the vessel to 
engage in the coastwise trade and the 
fisheries on the Great Lakes and their 
tributary and connecting waters, in 
trade with Canada, and in any other 
employment for which a registry, a 
coastwise license, or a fishery license is 
not required.

(b) The following vessels, if at least 5 
net tons, if wholly owned by a United 
States citizen or citizens, and if not 
restricted from Great Lakes use by 
paragraph (c) of this section, are eligible 
for a Great Lakes license endorsement:

(1) Vessels built in the United States 
(§ 67.09-3);

(2) Wrecked vessels (§ 67.19-9);
(3) Forfeited vessels (§ 67.19-5);
(4) Captured vessels (§ 67.19-3);
(5) Vessels granted Great Lakes 

trading privileges by special legislation 
(§ 67.19-7); and

(6) Vessels purchased, chartered, or 
leased from the Secretary of Commerce 
by persons who are citizens of the 
United States.

(c) A vessel otherwise eligible for a 
Great Lakes license endorsement under 
paragraph (b) of this section 
permanently loses that eligibility if:

(1) It is thereafter sold in whole or in 
part to an owner that is not a citizen as 
defined in §§ 67.03-3, 67.03-5, 67.03-7, 
67-03-9(a), 67.03-11;

(2) It is thereafter registered under the 
laws of a foreign country

(3) It measures 500 gross tons or over 
and undergoes rebuilding abroad
(§ 67.27-3); or

(4) It is a crude oil tanker of 20,000 
deadweight tons or above, and after 17 
October 1978, has installed outside the 
United States or its territories (not 
including trust territories) segregated

ballast tanks, a crude oil washing 
system, or an inert gas system.

(d) A vessel otherwise eligible for a 
Great Lakes license endorsement under 
paragraph (b) of this section loses that 
eligibility during any period in which it 
is owned by a corporation which does 
not meet the citizenship requirements of 
§ 67.03-9(b).

§ 67.17-9 F ishery  license.
(a) A fishery license endorsement 

entitles the vessel to fish within the 
territorial waters of the United States 
and the fishery conservation zone (as 
defined in 16 U.S.C. 1801-1882) and to 
land its catch in the United States.

(b) The following vessels, if at least 5 
net tons and wholly owned by a United 
States citizen or citizens, are eligible for 
a fisheries license endorsement:

(1) Vessels built in the United States 
(§ 67.09-3);

(2) Wrecked vessels (§ 67.19-9);
(3) Forfeited vessels (§ 67.19-5);
(4) Captured vessels (§ 67,19-3);
(5) Vessels granted fisheries privileges 

by special legislation. (§ 67.19-7)

§ 67.17-11 P leasure  license .
(a) A pleasure license entitles a vessel 

to pleasure use only.
(b) Any vessel of at least 5 net tons 

which is wholly owned by a United 
States citizen or citizens, is eligible for a 
pleasure license endorsement

Subpart 67.19— Application for Special 
Qualification of Vessels for 
Documentation

§ 67.19-1 Subm iss ion  o f app lications.
(a) Except as provided in § 67.19-9(c), 

all applications made under this subpart 
and all subsequent filings to effect 
documentation may be submitted to the 
documentation officer at the home port 
or at the documentation office nearest 
where the vessel is located.

(b) Once a transaction under this 
subpart has been initiated at a 
documentation office, all subsequent 
filings to complete the transaction must 
be made at that same port.

§67.19-3 Captured vesse ls .
(a) A captured vessel is one which has 

been taken by citizens of the United 
States during a period or war and is 
thereafter lawfully condemned as a 
prize by a court of competent 
jurisdiction.

(b) The applicant must submit a 
certified copy of the court order stating 
that the vessel was lawfully captured to 
establish that the vessel was 
condemned as a prize.

(c) In addition to the evidence 
required by paragraph (b) of this
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section, the owner must make other 
submissions as are required by this part. 
Appendix A contains a tabular listing of 
those requirements.

§ 67.19-5 Forfe ited  vesse ls .
(a) A forfeited vessel is:
(1) One which has been adjudged 

forfeited, by a federal district court, to 
the federal government of the United 
States for a breach of its laws; or

(2) One which has been seized by the 
federal government of the United States 
for a breach of its laws and which has 
been sold at an interlocutory sale, the 
proceeds of which have been adjudged 
forfeited to the federal government of 
the United States by a federal district 
court.

(b) The applicant must submit a 
certified copy of the court order 
declaring the vessel itself to be forfeit or 
the proceeds of its sale to be forfeit to 
thè federal government of the United 
States to establish that the vessel is 
forfeited within the meaning of this 
section.

(c) In addition to the evidence 
required by paragraph (b) of this 
section, the owner must make other 
submissions required by this Subpart. 
Appendix A contains a tabular listing o| 
those requirements.

§ 67.19-7 Spec ia l leg is lation.
(a) Vessels not otherwise entitled to 

be operated in the coastwise trade,
Great Lakes trade or in the fisheries 
may obtain these privileges as the result 
of special legislation by the Congress of 
the United States.

(b) The applicant shall submit a copy 
of the law to establish such entitlement.

(c) In addition to the evidence 
required by paragraph (b) of this 
section, the owner must make other 
submissions required by this Part. 
Appendix A contains a tabular listing of 
those requirements.

§ 67.19-9 W recked vesse ls .
(a) Under the provisions of 46 U.S.C. 

14, a wrecked vessel is one which:
(1) Has incurred substantial damage 

to its hull or superstructure as a result of 
natural or accidental causes which 
occurred in the United States or its 
adjacent waters; and

(2) Is owned by a citizen as defined in 
Supart 67.03; and has undergone, in a 
shipyard in the United States or its 
possessions, repairs equaling three (3) 
times the appraised salved value of the 
vessel. m

(b) The owner of a vessel wishing a 
determination that the vessel is wrecked 
within the meaning of 46 U.S.C. 14 must 
submit to the Commandant:

(1) Competent and persuasive 
evidence of the casualty and its 
location. Coast Guard situation or 
investigation reports are acceptable. 
Other competent and persuasive 
evidence may be accepted by the 
Commandant in his discretion.

(2) Persuasive evidence of the 
appraised salved value of the vessel.
This value must reflect a recognition of 
the future economic value of the vessel 
arising from its potential attainment of 
coastwise and fisheries privileges. The 
Commandant may, at his discretion, 
require the appraised salved value to be 
determined by:

(i) A board of three appraisers 
appointed by him; or

(ii) Reports from one (1) more more 
marine surveyors who appraise the 
vessel at the request of the owner; or

(iii) The actual sale price of the vessel.
(c) After the Commandant’s 

determination that the evidences of 
casualty, location, and appraised salved 
value are acceptable, the owner must 
submit to the Commandant competent 
and persuasive evidence of the value of 
repairs to the vessel. That evidence 
must consist of a certificate provided by 
the yard performing the work, setting 
forth the work done, the place where the 
work was effected, and its date of 
completion. In addition the 
Commandant will, at his discretion, 
require one or more of the following:

(1) Evidence of progress payments 
actually made toward the cost of 
construction; or

(2) Certified invoices in the case of 
small vessels; or

(3) The results of an appraisal report 
by one or more marine surveyors 
following the completion of repairs.

(d) The owner must submit with the 
evidence required by paragraph (c) of 
this section an affirmative statement 
that the vessel is owned by a United 
States citizen.

(e) After the Commandant’s 
determination that the vessel qualifies 
for documentation under 46 U.S.C. 14, 
the owner must submit to the 
documentation office at the 
documentation office at the home port or 
the port of documentation nearest where 
the vessel is located:

(1) The Commandant’s letter containing 
that determination; and

(2) Other submissions required by this 
part. Appendix A contains a tabular 
listing of those requirements.

Subpart 67 21— Initial Application for 
Documentation

§ 67.21-1 Application form—alt licenses.
An owner seeking to document a 

vessel which has never been

documented must begin the application 
process by filing an original form CG- 
1258 with the documentation officer at 
the documentation office at the desired 
home port of the vessel or at the port of 
documentation nearest where the vessel 
is located.

§ 67.21-3 Obta in ing o f o ffic ia l number.
Upon receipt of a properly executed 

form CG-1258, the documentation 
officer at the port where application for 
documentation is made obtains from the 
Commandant an official number for the 
vessel, and provides that number to the 
owner.

§ 67.21-5 Subsequent subm issions*
Thereafter, the owner must make, to 

the documentation officer at the port 
where the form CG-1258 was filed, the 
other submissions required by this part. 
Appendices A or B, as applicable, 
contain a tabular listing of those 
requirements.

Subpart 67.23— Period of Validity of 
Certificate of Documentation; 
Mortgagee Consent

§ 67.23-1 Requ irem ent fo r renewal.
Except as provided in § 67.23-3, 7 ,9  

and 11, a Certificate of Documentation is 
valid for one year. Upon expiration of 
that year, the owner must apply for 
renewal of the Certificate, in accordance 
with § 67.25-1.

§ 67.23-3 Requ irem ent fo r surrender.
(а) Except as specified in paragraphs

(b) and (c) of this section, a Certificate 
of Documentation issued to a vessel is 
invalid and subject to surrender upon 
the occurrence of one or more of the 
following:

(1) The ownership of the vessel 
changes in whole or in part;

(2) The members of a partnership 
owning the vessel change by addition, 
deletion, or substitution;

(3) The home port of the vessel 
changes;

(4) The gross or net tonnages, or 
dimensions of the vessel change;

(5) The name of the vessel changes;
(б) The restrictions imposed on the 

vessel change by addition, deletion, or 
substitution;

(7) The legal name of any owner of the 
Vessel changes;

(8) A tenant by the entirety owning 
any part of the vessel dies;

(9) The trade endorsements for the 
vessel change by addition, deletion, or 
substitution;

(10) The discovery of a substantive or 
clerical error made by the issuing 
documentation officer; or
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(11) The vessel is placed under the 
command of a person who is not a 
citizen of the United States. (The 
document may be revalidated when the 
vessel is once again placed under the 
command of a citizen of the United 
States.)

(b) A Certifícate of Documentation 
remains valid, but is subject to 
surrender, when the address of the 
owner changes.

(c) A Certificate ofc Documentation 
remains valid for the purposes of 
Subpart 67.37 only, but is subject to 
surrender, when the vessel to which the 
Certificate is issued is covered by a 
preferred mortgage outstanding of 
record and a requirement for surrender 
arises under paragraph (a) of this 
section.

(d) When a cause for surrender of a 
Certificate arises, the owner of the 
vessel must comply with the provisions 
of § 67.25-3.
' Note.—Surrender must be accomplished by 
presentation of the original Certificate of 
Documentation to the documentation officer 
who shall enter a notation of the required 
change(s) on that Certificate and return it to 
the vessel owner.

(e) Evidence of surrender shall be the 
original form CG-1270, properly noted 
by the documentation officer to whom 
application is made to reflect the 
cause(s) of surrender.

§ 67.23-5 Restrictions on surrender; 
mortgagee consent

(a) A Certificate of Documentation 
issued to a vessel which is the subject of 
a preferred mortgage outstanding of 
record may not be surrendered for a 
cause arising under § 67.23-3(a) (1) 
through (8) without the consent of the 
mortgagee.

(b) When the consent of the preferred 
mortgagee is required under paragraph
(a) of this section, the applicant must 
submit a properly executed original form 
CG-4593 to the documentation officer at 
the documentation office where 
application for surrender is made.

(c) If application for surrender is made 
to a documentation officer at a 
documentation office other than the 
office at the vessel’s home port, form 
CG-4593 must be accompanied by an 
original Certificate of Ownership (form 
CG-1330) issued at the home port not 
more than fifteen (15) days prior to the 
date of the application.
* (d) For the purposes of this section, a 
simultaneous surrender and replacement 
are treated as a surrender.

§67.23-7 Requirement for replacement.
(a) An owner must replace a 

Certificate of Documentation upon the

occurrence of one or more of the 
following:

(1) A cause of surrender arises under 
§ 67.23-3 (a) or (b), and the existing 
Certificate contains no further spaces 
for notation of that change; or

(2) The Certificate is lost, mutilated, or 
wrongfully withheld from the vessel 
owner.

(b) When a Certificate is replaced 
because the notation spaces are filled or 
because the Certificate is mutilated, the 
existing Certificate must be physically 
given up to the documentation officer to 
whom application is made.

(c) When a cause for replacement of a 
Certificate arises, the owner must make 
application for replacement in 
accordance with § 67.25-5.

(d) Evidence of replacement shall be 
the issuance of a new Certificate of 
Documentation by the documentation 
officer at the documentation office 
where application for replacement is 
made.

§ 67.23-9 Requirement for deletion.
(a) Except as provided in paragraph

(c) of this section, a Certificate of 
Documentation issued to a vessel is 
invalid and the vessel is subject to 
deletion from the roll of actively 
documented vessels when:

(1) The vessel is placed under foreign 
flag;

(2) The vessel is transferred in whole 
or in part to a non-citizen;

(3) Any owner of the vessel ceases to 
be a citizen within the meaning of 
§§67.03-3, 5 ,7 , or 9(a);

(4) The owner fails to renew the 
Certificate as required by § 67.23-1;

(5) The owner fails to surrender the 
Certificate as required by § 67.23-3;

(6) The owner no longer elects to 
document the vessel;

(7) The vessel is no longer at least 5 
net tons; or

(8) The vessel ceases to be capable of 
being used as a means of transportation 
on water.

(b) Where a cause for deletion arises, 
except when it arises under paragraphs
(a)(4) and (5) of this section, the owner 
must make application for deletion in 
accordance with § 67.25-7.

(c) A Certificate of Documentation 
issued to a vessel which is the subject of 
a preferred mortgage remains valid for 
the sole purpose of preserving the 
preferred status of that mortgage and 
the vessel may not be deleted under the 
provisions of paragraph (a) of this 
section so long as the preferred 
mortgage remains outstanding of record.

(d) Certificates issued to vessels 
subject to deletion must be physically 
given up to a documentation officer.

Note.— C ertifica te s  fo r v e sse ls  w h ich  h av e 
b e e n  d eleted  a re  filed  w ith  C om m and ant (G -  
MVD).

§ 67.23-11 Requirement for cancellation.
(a) Except as provided in paragraph

(c) of this section, a Certificate of 
Documentation is invalid and subject to 
cancellation upon a determination by 
the Commandant or a documentation 
officer that the issuance of the 
Certificate was improper for any reason.

(b) When a Certificate is subject to 
cancellation, the owner must comply 
with the provisions of § 67.25-9.

(c) A Certificate of Documentation 
issued to a vessel which is the subject of 
a preferred mortgage remains valid for 
the sole purpose of preserving the 
preferred status of that mortgage and 
may not be cancelled so long as the 
preferred mortgage remains outstanding 
of record. Such a Certificate may, 
however, be subject to surrender to 
correct the error which would normally 
give rise to cancellation.

Note.— C e rtifica te s  w h ich  h a v e  b e e n  
ca n ce lle d  a re  filed  w ith  C om m and ant (G -  
MVD).

Subpart 67.25—Subsequent 
Applications— Renewals, Changes, etc.

§ 67.25-1 Renewals.
(a) When the renewal of a vessel’s 

Certificate of Documentation is required 
under § 67.23-1, the owner must execute 
and submit an original form CG-1280 to 
the documentation officer at the vessel’s 
home port before the last day of the 
month in which the Certificate expires.

(b) Upon receipt of a properly 
executed form CG-1280, reflecting that 
the Certificate of Documentation 
remains in existence and accurate, the 
documentation officer forwards to the 
vessel owner a renewal decal, form CG- 
1280-A. The owner must affix that decal 
to the Certificate of Documentation. The 
presence of a current renewal decal is 
evidence that the Certificate of 
Documentation has been renewed.

§ 67.25-3 Surrenders.
(a) When the owner of a documented 

vessel elects to change the name of that 
vessel, the owner must:

(1) File an original form CG-1258 and 
the fee prescribed by § 67.43-3 with the 
documentation officer at the 
documentation office at the vessel’s 
home port or the port of documentation 
nearest where the vessel is located;

(2) If the vessel is the subject of a 
preferred mortgage outstanding of 
record file an original form CG-4593, 
evidencing mortgagee consent to the 
change;



56346 Federal Register /  Vol. 46, No. 220 /  Monday, November 16, 1981 /  Proposed Rules

(3) Upon being notified that the name 
change is approved, mark the new name 
in accordance with § 67.15-3 and file 
with the documentation officer to whom 
application was made evidence of that 
marking, in accordance with § 67.15-7, 
and surrender the outstanding 
Certificate of Documentation for 
notation of the change.

(b) When the owner of a documented 
vessel elects or is required to change the 
home port of a vessel, the owner must:

(1) In accordance with § § 67.41-1 and 
67.43-9(b), request that the 
documentation officer at the present 
home port forward an Abstract of Title 
(form CG-1332) to the home port to be 
designated for the vessel;

(2) File an original form CG-1258 with 
the documentation officer at the 
documentation office at the home port to 
be designated for the vessel or the port of 
documentation nearest where the vessel 
is located;

(3) If the vessel is the subject of a 
preferred mortgage outstanding of 
record file an original form CG-4593, 
evidencing mortgagee consent to the 
change;

(4) Upon being notified that the 
designation has been approved, mark 
the hailing port of the vessel in 
accordance with § 67.15-3; and

(5) Submit evidence of that marking, 
as required by § 76.15-7, to the 
documentation officer where application 
for home port change was made; and

(7) Surrender the Certificate of 
Documentation for notation of that 
change;

Note.—In the case of a simultaneous 
change of owner and home port these 
procedures must be followed by the new 
owner of the vessel.

(c) For all other causes of surrender, 
the owner of the vessel must file CG- 
1258, present the original Certificate of 
Documentation, and make the other 
submissions required by this part to the 
documentation officer at the 
documentation office at the home port or 
port of documentation nearest where the 
vessel is located. Appendix C contains a 
tabular listing of those requirements.

§ 67.25-5 Replacem ents.
(a) When the owner of a documented 

vessel alleges that the Certificate of 
Documentation for that vessel has been 
wrongfully withheld the owner must:

(1) Submit to the Commandant via the 
documentation officer at the 
documentation office at which 
application for replacement will be 
made a statement setting forth the 
reasons for that allegation;

(2) Upon the Commandant’s finding a 
.wrongful withholding, apply for and 
receive a replacement document by

submitting a CG-1258 to the same 
documentation office.

(b) In all other cases in which a 
requirement for replacement arises 
under § 67.23-7, the owner must apply 
for a replacement Certificate by fifing 
form CG-1258, the original Certificate of 
Documentation, if appropriate, and the 
other submissions required by this Part 
to the documentation officer at the 
documentation office at the home port or 
port of documentation nearest where the 
vessel is located. Appendix C contains a 
tabular fisting of those requirements.

§67.25-7 Deletions.
(a) When a Certificate of 

Documentation is required to be deleted 
because the vessel has been placed 
under foreign flag or has been sold in 
whole or in part to a non-citizen, the 
owner of that vessel must file, with the 
documentation officer at the vessel’s 
home port, evidence that the Maritime 
Administration has consented to the 
transfer or sale, and the original 
Certificate of Documentation.

(b) In all other cases where deletion is 
required by § 67.23-9, the owner must 
deliver the original Certificate of 
Documentation to the documentation 
officer at the documentation office at the 
home port of the vessel. Appendix C 
contains a tabular listing of the deletion 
requirements.

§ 67.25-9 Cance lla tions.
When a Certificate of Documentation 

is required to be cancelled under 
§ 67.23-11, the owner of the vessel, upon 
being notified of such requirement, must 
deliver the Certificate to documentation 
officer at the documentation office 
which issued the certificate.

Subpart 67.27— Miscellaneous 
Applications

§ 67.27-1 A pp lica tion  fo r new vesse l 
determ ination.

(a) A vessel is new if:
(1) Its hull and superstructure are 

constructed entirely of new materials; or
(2) It is constructed using structural 

parts of an existing vessel, which parts 
have been tom down so that they are no 
ldnger advanced to a degree which 
would commit them to use in the 
building of a vessel.

(b) When the vessel has been 
constrticted entirely of new materials, 
no application need be made under this 
section. A normal application for initial 
documentation must be made in 
accordance with Subpart 67.21.

(c) When the owner of a vessel has 
used parts of an existing vessel in 
construction of that vessel, and wishes a 
determination that the resulting vessel is 
new, he must file with the Commandant:

(1) A builder’s certification, as 
described in § 67.09-7;

(2) A certificate describing the extent 
to which materials from the existing 
vessel were used in the construction and 
the extent to which those materials were 
torn down;

(3) Accurate sketches or blueprints of 
the hull and superstructure which 
identify, where practicable, components 
of the old vessel; and

(4) The fee prescribed by § 67.43-5.

§ 67.27-3 Requ ired  app lication  fo r  rebuilt 
determ ination.

(a) A vessel is rebuilt when its hull or 
superstructure is built upon or is 
substantially altered.

(b) The owner of a vessel which 
measures at least 500 gross tons and 
which has not previously lost its 
coastwise privileges must file with the 
Commandant the items listed in 
paragraph (c) of this section if:

(1) The vessel is altered outside the 
United States in a manner which gives 
rise to a reasonable belief that the 
vessel is rebuilt; or

(2) A major component not built in the 
United States is added to the hull or 
superstructure.

(c) The required submissions must 
consist of:

(1) A certificate outlining the work 
performed and naming the place where 
the work was performed; and

(2) Accurate sketches or blueprints 
describing the work performed.

§ 67.27-5 Reg istra tion  o f funnel m arks 
and house  flags.

(a) The owner of a vessel or vessels 
seeking to register a house flag or funnel 
mark or both must submit an application 
to the Commandant accompanied by the 
fee prescribed in § 67.43-1.

(1) The application for registration of 
a house flag must consist of three (3) 
technical drawings describing such flag 
in detail, showing the colors, shape, and 
proportionate dimensions of the flag, 
field, union, or canton, and any insignia, 
markings, or stripes thereon in relation 
to the length of the hoist.

(2) The application for registration of 
funnel marks must consist of three (3) 
technical drawings showing those marks 
in detail, the colors to be used, and the 
position of any insignia, markings, or 
stripes with relation to the top or collar 
of the funnel, the size of such insignia, 
markings, or stripes in relation to the 
diameter of the funnel, and the color of 
the remainder of the funnel.

(3) The drawings máy not exceed 6” 
by 4" in size, may be made in any 
permanent medium, and must
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reasonably depict the colors actually 
used.

(4) The flag or funnel mark must be 
clearly distinguishable from any 
previously registered and clearly 
distinguishable from distress signals 
prescribed by treaty, custom, statute, or 
regulation.

Subpart 67.29— Recordation of 
Instruments— General Provisions

§ 67.29*1 Instruments eligible for 
recordation.

The following instruments, and no 
others, are eligible for recordation:

(a) Bills of sale and instruments in the 
nature of a bill of sale;

(b) Deeds of gift;
(c) Chattel mortgages, and 

assignments, assumptions, supplements, 
amendments, satisfactions, and releases 
thereof;

(d) Preferred mortgages, and 
assignments, assumptions, supplements, 
amendments, satisfactions, and releases 
thereof;

(e) Notices of claim of lien and 
satisfactions and releases thereof; and

(f) Abstracts of title upon the change 
of the home port of a documented or 
previously documented vessel.

§67.29-3 Restrictions on recordation.
(a) An instrument otherwise eligible 

for recordation under § 67.29-l(a), (b), or
(c) may not be recorded if any vendee, 
donee, mortgagee, or assignee under the 
instrument is not a citizen of the United 
States as defined in 46 U.S.C. 802 unless 
the Maritime Administration has 
consented to the grant to a non-citizen 
made under the instrument.

(b) The restriction imposed by 
paragraph (a) of this section does not 
apply to a bill of sale or deed of gift 
conveying an interest in a vessel which 
was neither documented nor was last 
documented pursuant to these 
regulations or any predecessor 
regulations thereto, at the time the 
instrument was executed.

(c) An instrument otherwise eligible 
for recordation under § 67.29-1(d) may 
not be recorded as preferred if any 
vendee, donee, mortgagee, or assignee 
under the instrument is not a citizen as 
defined in 46 U.S.C. § 802.

(d) An instrument otherwise eligible 
for recordation under § 67.29-1 (a) 
through (e) may not be recorded if it 
bears a material alteration.

§ 67.29-5 Requirement for vessel 
identification.

(a) Except as specified jn paragraph
(b) of this section, every instrument 
presented for recordation must identify 
the vessel(s) it concerns by name(s) and 
official number(s).

(b) When an instrument in the nature 
of a bill of sale or a deed of gift is 
presented for a vessel which has never 
been documented, the instrument, in lieu 
of stating the official number, must 
contain sufficient information to identify 
the vessel clearly.

§ 67.29-7 Requirement for date and 
acknowledgement

(a) Every instrument presented for 
recordation, except an Abstract of Title, 
must

(1) Bear the date on which the last of 
all required signatures was affixed; and

(2) Contain an acknowledgement 
taken in accordance with the laws of the 
state in which the instrument was 
executed.

(b) No officer or employee of the 
Coast Guard is authorized to take such 
acknowledgements.

§ 67.29-9 Required number of copies.
Except as provided in § 67.37-7 with 

respect to preferred mortgages, all 
instruments submitted for recordation 
must be submitted in duplicate; at least 
one copy must bear original signatures.

§ 67-29-11 Requirement for citizenship 
declaration.

(a) The instruments specified in 
Subparts 67.31, 67.33, and 67.37, are not 
recordable unless accompanied by a 
properly executed citizenship 
declaration from the grantee.

(b) The requirement for presentation 
of a citizenship declaration does not 
apply to instruments in which the 
grantee is a government of the United 
States or a political subdivision thereof. 
The requirements does apply to 
corporate entities which are not 
agencies of such governments.

(c) Citizenship declarations must be 
executed on the form prescribed by the 
Maritime Administration at 46 CFR 
2Í1.11. These forms are available from 
documentation officers at all ports of 
documentation.

§ 67.29-13 Place of recordation.
(a) All recordations are made at the 

documentation office at the home port of 
the vessel(s) affected by the instrument.

(b) No recordation may be made 
unless there is a valid and approved 
designation of home port for the 
vessel(s) affected by the instrument.

(c) Where the home port of a vessel is 
being changed, and recordation is 
sought at the new home port, the 
recordation cannot be effected until the 
documentation officer at the new home 
port has recieved and recorded the 
vessel’s Abstract of Title as provided in 
§ 67.41-1.

§ 67.29-15 Date and time of recordation.
The date and time of recordation of an 

instrument is the actual date and time at 
which the recording documentation 
officer designates the book into which 
the instrument will be placed and the 
page it will occupy in that book. The 
designation ofbook and page is not 
made until the documentation offjcer is 
satisfied that all requirements for 
recordation are met.

Subpart 67.31— Recordation of 
Instruments— Bills of Sale, etc.

§ 67.31-1 General requirements.
An instrument in the nature of a bill of 

sale or a deed of gift presented for 
recordation must meet all the 
requirements of Subpart 67.29, in 
addition to the requirements of this 
subpart and must be accompanied by 
citizenship declarations from all 
vendees or donees.

§ 67.31-3 Required signatures.
An instrument presented for 

recordation under this subpart must be 
signed by or on behalf of the seller(s) or 
donor(s).

§ 67.31-5 Required recitations.
An instrument presented for 

recordation under this subpart must 
recite:

(a) The namefs) of the seller(s) or 
donor(s) and the individual interest in 
the vessel held by each seller or donor; 
and

(b) The name(s) of the buyer(s) or 
donee(s) and the individual interest in 
the vessel transferred to each buyer or 
donee.

§ 67.31-7 When filing permitted.
An instrument presented for 

recordation under this subpart must be 
filed in conjunction with either an 
application for initial documentation or 
redocumentation of the vessel or a 
surrender of the vessel’s outstanding 
Certificate of Documentation.

Subpart 67.33— Recordation of 
Instruments— Chattel Mortgages and 
Related Instruments

§ 67.33-1 General requirements for chattel 
mortgages.

(a) A chattel mortgage presented for 
recordation must meet all the 
requirements of Subpart 67.29, and the 
requirements of § § 67.33-3 and 67.33-5, 
and must be accompanied by a 
citizenship declaration from each 
mortgagee.

(b) An instrument which meets the 
requirements of paragraph (a) of this 
section is nonetheless not be eligible for
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recordation if the mortgagor did not 
actually hold legal title to the interest in 
the vessel being mortgaged at the time 
of signing and recordation of the 
mortgage.

§ 67.33-3 Requ ired signatures.
A chattel mortgage presented for 

recordation must be signed by or on 
behalf of the mortgagor.

§ 67.33-5 Requ ired recitations.
A chattel mortgage presented for 

recordation must recite:
(a) The name(s) of the mortgagor(s) 

and the individual interest in the vessel 
held by each mortgagor;

(b) The name(s) of the mortgagee(s) 
and the individual interest in the vessel 
mortgaged to each mortgagee; and

(c) The amount and maturity date of 
the mortgage. A mortgage reciting the 
amount in foreign currency must also 
recite the amount in United States 
currency at the then applicable 
conversion rate.

§ 67.33-7 Genera l requirem ents fo r 
assignm ents o f chatte l m ortgages.

An assignment of chattel mortgage 
presented for recordation must meet all 
the requirements of Subpart 67.29, and 
the requirements of § § 67.33-9 and
67.33- 11, and must be accompanied by a 
citizenship declaration from each 
assignee.

§ 67.33-9 Requ ired signatures.
An assignment of chattel mortgage 

presented for recordation must be 
signed by or on behalf of the assignor(s).

§67.33-11 Requ ired recitations.
An assignment of chattel mortgage 

presented for recordation must recite:
(a) The name(s) of the assignor(s) and 

the individual interest in the mortgage 
held by each assignor;

(b) The name(s) of the assignee(s) and 
the individual interest in the vessel 
assigned to each assignee; and

(c) The date and time of recordation 
of the mortgage being assigned and the 
book and page where that mortgage is 
recorded.

§ 67.33-13 Genera l requ irem ents fo r 
assum ptions o f chatte l m ortgages.

(a) An assumption of chattel mortgage 
presented for recordation must meet all 
the requirements of Subpart 67.29, and 
the requirements of § § 67.33-15 and
67.33- 17.

(b) An instrument which meets the 
requirements of paragraph (a) of this 
section is nonetheless not be eligible for 
recordation if the assuming party did not 
hold legal title to the interest in the 
vessel covered by the assumption at the
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time of signing and recordation of the 
assumption.

§ 67.33-15 Required signatures.
An assumption of chattel mortgage 

presented for recordation must be 
signed by or on behalf of the original 
mortgagor(s), the mortgagee(s) and the 
assuming party(ies).

§ 67.33-17 Required recitations.

An assumption of chattel mortgage 
presented for recordation must recite:

(a) The name(s) of the original 
mortgagor(s) and the individual interest 
in the vessel mortgaged by the original 
mortgagor(s);

(b) The name(s) of the assuming 
party(ies) and the individual interest in 
the mortgage assumed by each party;

(c) The date and time of recordation 
of the mortgage being assumed and the 
book and page where that mortgagor is 
recorded.

§ 67.33-19 General requirements for 
amendments of or supplements to chattel 
mortgages.

An amendment of or supplement to a 
chattel mortgage presented for 
recordation must meet all the 
requirements of Subpart 67.29 and the 
requirements of § § 67.33-21 and 67.33- 
23.

§ 67.33-21 Required signatures.

An amendment of or supplement to a 
chattel mortgage presented for 
recordation must be signed by or on 
behalf of the mortgagor(s) and the 
mortgagee(s).

§ 67.33-23 Required recitations.
An amendment of or supplement to a 

chattel mortgage must recite:
(a) The names of the mortgagor(s) and 

mortgagee (s);
(b) The nature of the change effected 

by the instrument; and
(c) The date and time of recordation 

of the mortgage being amended or 
supplemented, and the book and page 
where that mortgage is recorded.

Subpart 67.35— Recordation of 
Instruments— Notices of Claims of 
Lien

§ 67.35-1 General requirements.
A notice of claim of lien presented for 

recordation must meet all the 
requirements of Subpart 67.29 and the 
requirements of this subpart.

§ 67.35-3 Required signatures.
A notice of claim of lien presented for 

recordation must be signed by or on 
behalf of the claimant.
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§ 67.35-5 Required recitations.
A notice of claim of lien presented for 

recordation must recite:
(a) The name and address of the 

claimant;
(b) The nature of the lien claimed;
(cj The.date(s) on which the claim

arose; and
(d) The amount of the claim.

§ 67.35-7 Restrictions on recordation.
A notice of claim of lien is not entitled 

to recordation unless the vessel against 
which the lien is claimed is the subject 
of a preferred mortgage outstanding of 
record.

Subpart 67.37— Recordation of 
Instruments— Preferred Mortgages 
and Related Instruments

§ 67.37-1 General requirements for 
preferred mortgages.

(a) A mortgage presented for 
recordation, indexing, and endorsement 
as a preferred mortgage must:

(1) Meet all the requirements for 
recordation of a chattel mortgage 
contained in Subpart 67.29 and §§ 67.33- 
la n d  67.33-3;

(2) Cover the whole of a vessel which 
was a documented vessel at the time the 
mortgage was made;

(3) State that the vessel is not a 
towboat, barge, scow, lighter, car float, 
canal boat, or tank vessel of less than 
twenty-five (25) gross tons; and

(4) Be accompanied by an affìdavit 
from the mortgagor(s) to the effect that it 
is made in good faith and without any 
design to hinder, delay or defraud and 
existing or future creditor or any lienor 
of the vessel;

(b) A mortgage which also secures 
property other than a vessel is not be 
eligible for indexing and endorsement as 
a preferred mortgage unless it clearly 
identifies the separates property and 
provides a separate discharge for that 
property.

(c) A mortgage which secures more 
than one (1) vessel may, at the option of 
the parties, provide for separate 
discharge of such vessels.

§ 67.37-3 Necessity for presentation of 
certificate of documentation.

(a) Under the provisions of 46 U.S.C. 
922, a mortgage which meets the 
requirements of § 67.37-1 may not be 
treated as a preferred mortgage in the 
vessel records until that mortgage has 
been endorsed on the Certificate of 
Documentation by the documentation 
officer at the documentation office at the 
vessel’s home port, or at the port of 
documentation nearest where the vessel 
is located.
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(b) Thè date and time of endorsement 
are the date and time when the 
mortgage information is physically 
entered on the original Certificate of 
Documentation.

§ 67.37-5 Restric tion s on recordation .
An instrument which meets the 

requirements of § 67.37-1 is nonetheless 
not be eligible for indexing and 
endorsement as a preferred mortgage if:

(a) The mortgagee is not a citizen of 
the United States as defined in 46 U.S.C. 
802;

(b) The mortgage contains language 
which constitutes a waiver of the 
preferred status of that mortgage; or

(c) The mortgagor did not actually 
hold legal title to the subject vessel at 
the time of the signing and recordation 
of the mortgage.

§ 67.37-7 Requ ired num ber o f cop ies.
(a) Except as provided in paragraph 

(b) of this section, each filing of a 
preferred mortgage must consist of an 
original, a copy to be retained at the 
home port, a copy to be certified for the 
owner, and a copy to be certified for 
each vessel covered by the mortgage.
The original mortgage, the mortgage 
copy retained by the home port, and the 
affidavit described in § 67.37-l(a}(4) 
must bear original signatures.

(b) A copy for certification is not 
required for a vessel which is exempt 
under § 67.45-5(b) from the requirement 
to carry the Certificate of 
Documentation on board the vessel.

§ 67.37-9 Requ irem ents fo r instrum ents 
supplemental to  preferred m ortgages.

An assignment, assumption, 
amendment or supplement to a preferred 
mortgage presented for recordation, 
indexing, and endorsement must:

(a) Meet the recordability 
requirements of equivalent instruments 
in Subpart 67.33;

(b) Be filed in the number of copies 
required by § 67.37-7; and

(c) Be accompanied by an affidavit as 
described in § 67.37(a)(4), from the 
assignor(s), assuming party(ies), or 
mortgagor(s), as appropriate.

§ 67.37-11 Restric tion s on recordation .
An assignment, assumption, 

amendment, or supplement to a 
preferred mortgage otherwise entitled to 
recordation shall not be recorded, 
indexed or endorsed as preferred if:

(a) It results in a mortgage interest 
being held by other than a citizen of the 
United States as defined in 46 U.S.C.
802; òr

(b) It contains language that 
constitutes a waiver of the preferred 
status of the mortgage.

Subpart 67.39—Removal of 
Encumbrances

§ 67.39-1 General requirements.
A chattel mortgage, notice of claim of 

lien, or preferred mortgage outstanding 
on the record on a vessel may be 
removed from that record by the filing 
of:

(a) A court order described in § 67.39- » 
3; or

(b) A recordable satisfaction or 
release instrument described in 
§§ 67.39-5 through 67.39-9.

§ 67.39-3 Requirements for removal of 
encumbrances by court order.

The encumbrances described in 
§ 67.39-1 are removed from the record of 
a vessel upon presentation of:

(a) A certified copy of an order from a 
court of competent jurisdiction declaring 
title to the vessel to be free and clear, 
declaring the encumbrance to be of no 
effect, or ordering the removal of the 
encumbrance from the record; or

(b) A certified copy of an order from a 
federal district court requiring the sale 
of a vessel at a marshall’s sale 
accompanied by a certified copy of the 
order confirming such sale, where issued 
under local judicial procedures.

§ 67.39-5 General requirements for 
instruments evidencing satisfaction or 
release.

An instrument satisfying or releasing 
a chattel mortgage, a notice of claim of 
lien, or a preferred mortgage, which is 
presented for recordation must meet all 
the requirements of Subpart 67.29, and 
the requirements of § § 67.39-7 and 
67.39-9.

§ 67.39-7 Required signatures.
(a) A satisfaction or release of a 

chattel or preferred mortgage must be 
signed by or on behalf of the 
mortgagee(s).

(b) A satisfaction or release of a 
notice of claim of lien must be signed by 
or on behalf of the claimant(s).

§ 67.39-9 Required recitations.

A satisfaction or release instrument 
must recite:

(a) The name(s) of the mortgagors) if 
any and the name(s) of the mortgagee(s) 
or claimant(s);

(b) The amount of the mortgage or 
lien; and

(c) The date and time of recordation 
of the mortgage or lien being satisfied or 
released and the book and page where 
the mortgage or lien is recorded.

Subpart 67.41— Abstracts of Title and 
Certificates of Ownership

§ 67.41-1 Requirem ent fo r A bs tra ct o f 
T itle.

Whenever the home port of a . 
documented vessel changes, the owner 
of the vessel must apply to the 
documentation officer at the 
documentation office at the home port of 
the vessel for forwarding to the new 
home port an Abstract of Title, on form 
CG-1332.

§ 67.41-3 Optiona l request fo r Ab s tra ct o f 
Title.

Any person may request from the 
documentation officer at the 
documentation office at the home port of 
a vessel an Abstract of Title for that 
vessel. Abstracts of Title issued 
pursuant to this section shall not be 
used to effect a change of home port.

§ 67.41-5 R equest fo r Ce rtif ica te  o f 
Ownership.

Any person may request a 
certification on form CG-1330 setting 
forth the ownership of that vessel and 
the encumbrances outstanding on the 
record of that vessel. The request must 
be made to the documentation officer at 
the documentation office at the home 
port of the vessel.

Subpart 67.43— Fees

§ 67.43-1 A pp lica tion  fo r reg istra tion  o f 
funnel m arks and house  flags.

The fee for registering a funnel mark 
or a house flag is $100.00.

§ 67.43-3 A pp lica tion  fo r name change.

The fee for applying for permission to 
change the name of a documented 
vessel is $100.00. This fee shall apply 
when a previously documented vessel is 
returned to documentation under a new 
name.

§ 67.43-5 A pp lica tion  fo r new  vesse l 
determ ination.

The fee for applying for a new vessel 
determination is $200.00.

§ 67.43-7 App lica tion  fo r qua lifica tion  a s  a 
w recked  vesse l.

The fee for applying for a vessel to be 
qualified as a wrecked vessel is $200.00.

§ 67.43-9 C op ie s  o f records.
(a) Certificates o f  O w nership. The fee 

for issuance of a Certificate of 
Ownership is $1.00.

(b) A bstract o f T itle. The fee for 
issuance of an abstract of title, whether 
or not for record, is $0.20 for each folio 
(100 words), with a minimum fee of 
$1.00.
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(c) R ecorded Instrum ents. The fee for 
furnishing a certified copy of a recorded 
instrument is the same as the original 
recording fee.

(d) O ther Docum ents. The fee for 
furnishing a copy of any other document 
is calculated in accordance with 49 CFR 
7.95.

§ 67.43-11 P leasure  vesse ls .
(a) The fee for initial documentation 

of a pleasure vessel is $100.00.
(b) The fee for surrender or 

replacement or the simultaneous 
surrender and replacement of a 
Certificate of Documentation issued to a 
pleasure vessel is $50.00. The 
simultaneous occurrence of several 
reasons for surrender does not result in 
multiple application of fees. This fee 
does not apply to (1) surrenders or 
replacements occurring solely by reason 
of a change in the owner’s address; (2) 
surrenders or replacements occurring 
solely by reason of a clerical error on 
the part of a documentation officer; nor
(3) replacements occurring because of a 
wrongful withholding.

(c) The fees imposed in paragraphs (a) 
and (b), and (c) of this section are in 
addition to those imposed by §§ 67.43-3 
and 13.

§ 67.43-13 Recordation  o f instrum ents.
(a) The fee for recording a bill of sale, 

deed of gift, chattel mortgage, or 
instrument supplemental to a chattel 
mortgage, shall be $0.20 for each folio 
(100 words), with a minimum charge of 
$1.00.

(b) The fee for recording a preferred 
mortgage, assignment of preferred 
mortgage, supplement to a preferred 
mortgage, or amendment of preferred 
mortgage, shall be $0.20 for each folio, 
with a minimum charge of $1.00. The fee 
shall be applied to the original 
instrument and each certified copy 
thereof, up to ten (10) certified copies. 
The fee for certified copies in excess of 
ten (10) shall be $1.00 for each copy.

Subpart 67.45— Prohibitions

§ 67.45-1 A lteration  o f Certifica te.
No person other than a documentation 

officer shall intentionally alter a 
Certificate of Documentation.

§ 67.45-3 Com m and by non-citizen.
No documented vessel shall be 

commanded by pther than a United 
States citizen.

§ 67.45-5 Failu re  to  have Certif ica te  on 
board.

(a) The person in command of a 
documented vessel must have on board 
that vessel the Certificate of 
Documentation issued to that vessel.

(b) This requirement shall not apply:
(1) To non-self-propelled vessels not 

engaged in foreign trade; nor
(2) When the Certificate of 

Documentation is being submitted to a 
documentation officer for purposes of 
surrender, replacement, or the 
endorsement of a preferred mortgage.

(3) When the vessel is in storage or 
out of the water.

§ 67.45-7 Failure to produce certificate.
(a) The person in. command of a 

documented vessel must product the 
Certificate of Documentation issued to 
that vessel upon the lawful demand of 
any person acting in an official public 
capacity.

(b) This requirement shall not apply:
(1) To unrigged, unmanned vessels not 

engaged in foreign trade; nor
(2) When the Certificate of 

Documentation is being submitted to a 
documentation officer for purposes of 
surrender, replacement, or the 
endorsement of a preferred mortgage; 
nor

(3) When the vessel is in storage or 
out of the water.

§ 67.45-9 Failure to renew Certificate.
The owner of a documented vessel 

must renew the Certificate of 
Documentation issued that vessel, as 
required by § 67.23-1.

§ 67.45-11 Failure to surrender Certificate.
The owner of a documented vessel 

must surrender a Certificate of 
Documentation which has become 
invalid under Subpart 67.23.

§ 67.45-13 Fraudulent application for 
Certificate.

(a) No owner of a vessel, nor person 
acting on behalf of an owner, shall 
knowingly falsify or conceal a material 
fact in connection with the 
documentation of that vessel.

(b) No owner of a vessel, iior person 
acting on behalf of an owner, shall 
knowingly make a false statement or 
representation in connection with the 
documentation of that vessel.

§ 67.45-15 Fraudulent use of Certificate.
No Certificate of Documentation shall 

be knowingly used in a fraudulent 
manner.

§ 67.45-17 Improper markings.
The owner of a documented vessel 

must not permit the operation of that 
vessel unless it is marked in accordance 
with Subpart 67.15.

§ 67.45-19 Violation of license.
A vessel may not be employed in any 

trade other than a trade covered by the 
Certificate of Documentation issued for

that vessel. A documented pleasure 
vessel may not be used for purposes 
other than pleasure.

§67.45-21 Operation w ithout 
docum entation.

No vessel which is required by 
§ 67.01-5 to be documented shall engage 
in the coastwise trade, the Great Lakes 
trade, nor the fisheries without being 
documented.

§ 67.45-23 Operation under invalid  
Certifica te.

No vessel shall be operated under a 
Certificate of Documentation which has 
become invalid under Subpart 67.23.

§ 67.45-25 Unauthorized name change.
The owner of a documented vessel 

may neither change nor allow the 
change of the name of that vessel 
without authorization under § 67.13-5.
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M
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3. By adding Part 68 to read as 
follows:

PART 68— DOCUMENTATION OF 
VESSELS PURSUANT TO  
EXTRAORDINARY LEGISLATIVE 
GRANTS
Subpart 68.01— Regu la tions Implementing 
the A c t o f Septem ber 2,1958 (46 U.S.C. 
883-1)

Sec.
68.01- 1 Definitions for the purposes of this 

subpart.
68.01- 3 Requirements for citizenship under 

46 U.S.C. 883-1.
68.01- 5 Qualification as an 883-1 

corporation.
68.01- 7 Qualification as a parent or 

subsidiary.
68.01- 9 Cessation of qualification.
68.01- 11 Privileges conferred—  

documentation of vessel.
68.01- 13 Privileges conferred—operation of 

vessel.
68.01- 15 Restrictions.
68.01- 17 Application by an 883-1 

corporation to document a vessel.

Subpart 68.03— Reserved  fo r  Regulation, as 
Necessary , o f V esse ls  Under the A c t o f 
August 9,1954

Appendices
A—Oath for qualification of corporation as 

a citizen of the United States under the Act of 
September 2,1958 (46 U.S.C. 883-1)

B—Oath of parent or subsidiary 
corporation—Act of September 2,1958 (46 
U.S.C. 883-1)

Authority.—72 S ta t. 1736 (46 U .S.C . 883-1): 
68 S ta t. 675 (50 U .S.C . 198)

Subpart 68.01— Regulations 
Implementing the Act of September 2, 
1958 (46 U.S.C. 883-1)

§ 68.01-1 D efin itions fo r the pu rposes o f 
th is su bpa rt

“Act” means the Act of September 2, 
1958 (46 U.S.C. 883-1). “883-1 citizen” or 
“883-1 corporation” means a 
corporation which qualifies for the 
special citizenship status created by the 
Act of September 2,1958 (46 U.S.C. 883- 
1).

“Parent corporation” means one 
incorporated under the laws of the 
United States, or any state, county, or 
district of the United States, which 
controls (directly or indirectly) at least 
50 percent of the voting stock of another 
corporation.

“Subsidiary corporation” means one 
incorporated under the laws of the 
United States, or any State, territory, or 
district of the United States, which has 
not less than 50 percent of its voting 
stock controlled (directly or indirectly) 
by another corporation.

§ 68.01-3 Requ irem ents fo r c itizensh ip  
under 46 U.S.C. 883-1.

A corporation seeking to establish its 
citizenship under the Act of September 
2,1958 (46 U.S.C. 883-1) must meet the 
following criteria as specified in the Act:

(a) It must be incorporated under the 
laws of the United States, or any State, 
territory, district, or possession of the 
United States;

(b) A majority of the officers and 
directors of the corporation must be 
citizens of the United States;

(c) Not less than 90 percent of the 
employees of the corporation must be 
residents of the United States;

(d) Such corporation must be engaged 
primarily in a manufacturing or mineral 
industry in the United States or any 
territory, district, or possession of the 
United States;

(e) The aggregate book value of the 
assets owned by the corporation must 
not exceed 10 percent of the aggregate 
book value of the assets of the 
corporation; and

(f) The corporation must purchase or 
produce in the United States, its 
territories or possessions not less than 
75 percent of the raw materials used or 
sold in its operations.

Note.—A corporation which qualifies as an 
883-1 citizen by meeting the criteria in 
paragraph (a) of this section is not thereby 
precluded from qualifying as a citizen under 
any definition in Part 67 upon compliance 
with all applicable requirements.

§ 68.01-5 Q ua lifica tion  a s  an 883-1 
corporation .

(a) To be formally qualified as an 883- 
1 corporation for all purposes under the 
Act, a corporation which meets the 
requirements of § 68.01-3 must file with 
the Commandant a certificate under 
oath as described in Appendix A.

(b) Upon the filing of the certificate 
required under paragraph (a) of this 
section, the Commandant will furnish 
the corporation a Certificate of 
Compliance which is valid for a period 
of 3 years from the date of its issuance, 
unless there is a change in corporate 
status requiring a report under § 68.01- 
9(a) of this subpart. On or before the 
date of expiration of the Certificate of 
Compliance, a new certificate under 
oath as described in Appendix A must 
be filed with the Commandant.
§ 68.01-7 Q ua lification  a s  a  parent or 
subsid iary.

(a) To be formally qualified as a 
parent corporation, as defined in § 68- 
01-1, a corporation must file with the 
Commandant a certificate under oath as 
described in Appendix B.

(b) To be formally qualified as 
subsidiary corporation as defined in
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§ 68.01-1, a corporation must file with 
the Commandant a certificate under 
oath as described in Appendix B.

(c) Upon the filing of die certificate 
required under paragraph (a) or (b) of 
this section, the Commandant will 
furnish the corporation a certificate of 
parent or subsidiary status which is 
valid for a period of 3 years from the 
date of its issuance unless there is a 
change in corporate status requiring a 
report under § 68.01-9(a) of this subpart. 
On or before the date of expiration of 
the certificate of parent or subsidairy 
status, a new certificate under oath as 
described in Appendix B must be filed 
with the Commandant.

§ 68.01-9 Cessa tion  o f qua lifica tion.
(a) If after filing the certificate 

required by § 68.01-5 of this subpart, a 
change occurs whereby an 883-1 
corporation no longer meets the criteria 
in § 68.01-3(a), that corporation’s 
qualification for the privileges 
enumerated in § 68.01-11 and 13 is 
terminated effective as of the date and 
time of the change. The corporation 
must report the change in writing to the 
Commandant.

(b) If, after filing the certificate 
required by § 68.01-7 of this subpart, a 
change occurs whereby the corporation 
is no longer entitled to be deemed a 
parent or subsidiary corporation, that 
corporation’s qualification for the 
privileges in § 68.01-11 and 13 is 
terminated effective as of the date and 
time of the change. The corporation 
must report such change in writing to 
the Commandant.

§ 68.01-11 P riv ileges con fe rred—  
docum entation o f vesse l.

The special citizenship status created 
by the Act entitles the 883-1 corporation 
to document certain vessels for certain 
limited purposes:

(a) An 883-1 corporation may 
document under the Act only vessels 
which are qualified for employment in 
the coastwise trade and which are either 
non-self propelled or, if self-propelled, 
are of less than 500 gross tons.

(b) A vessel owned by an 883-1 
corporation and meeting the critieria in 
subparagraph (a) of this section may be 
documented only for use in the 
coastwise trade subject to the 
restrictions in § 68.01-15.

(c) Section 68.01-17 contains details 
concerning the documentation of vessels 
by an 883-1 corporation.

§68.01-13 P riv ileges con fe rred—  
operation o f vesse ls .

(a) The special citizenship status

created by the Act entitles the 883-1 
corporation to operate, subject to the 
restrictions in § 68.01-15, vessels which 
are qualified to engage in the coastwise 
trade and are exempt from 
documentation. (See § 67.01-7 for 
classes of exempt vessels.)

(b) Vessels, documented or exempt 
from documentation, employed subject 
to the Act may carry passengers and 
merchandise of the 883-1 corporation 
owning such vessels only between 
points in the United States, including 
territories, districts, and possessions 
thereof embraced in the coastwise laws.

(c) The special citizenship status 
created by the Act entitles an 883-1 
corporation owning vessels as described 
in paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section 
to transport merchandise or passengers 
for hire in the coastwise trade as a 
service for a duly qualified parent or 
subsidiary corporation as defined in
§ 68.01- 1.

(d) The special citizenship status 
created by the Act entitles an 883-1 
corporation owning vessels as described 
in paragaraphs (a) and (b) of this section 
to demise or bareboat charter such 
vessels to common or contract carriers 
subject to the restrictions in § 68.01- 
15(c).

§68.01-15 Restric tions.
(a) Vessels employed subject to the 

Act are entitled to operation only in the 
coastwise trade.

(b) No vessel owned by an 883-1 
corporation may engage in coastwise 
transportation for hire except as a 
service for a parent or subsidiary 
corporation as defined in § 68.01-1. Such 
transportation for hire must be between 
points of the United States, including 
territories, districts, and possessions 
thereof embraced in the coastwise laws.

(c) No vessel owned by an 883-1 
corporation may be operated under 
charter except when under demise or 
bareboat charter to a common or a 
contract carrier subject to 49 U.S.C. 
Chapter 12 which is a citizen as defined 
in 46 U.S.C. 802.

(1) Such common or contract carrier 
may not be connected either directly or 
indirectly by ownership or control with 
the 883-1 corporation.

(2) The demise or bareboat charter 
must be at prevailing rates.

(3) The vessels under a demise or 
bareboat charter may not be used in 
non-contiguous trade.
§ 68.01-17 App lica tion  by an 883-1 
co rpo ra tion  to  docum ent a vesse l.

(a) Compliance with the following

subparts and sections of Part 67 of this 
chapter, as applicable, is required in 
conjunction with the documentation of a 
vessel by an 883-1 corporation: Subparts 
67.01, 67.05, 67.07,67.09, 67.11, 67.13, 
67.15, 67.21,67.23 and 67.25.

(b) An 883-1 corporation seeking to 
document a vessel meeting the criteria 
in § 68.01-ll(a) must, in addition to 
complying with the applicable sections 
listed in paragraph (a) of this section, 
furnish to the documentation officer 
where application is made a copy of the 
Certificate o f Compliance issued under 
§ 68.01-5.

(c) The application for a Certificate of 
Documentation shall be filed with the 
documentation officer at the 
documentation office at the vessel’s 
home port or the port of documentation 
nearest where the vessel is located.

Appendices
Note.—The substance of the certificates 

under oath prescribed in Subpart 68.01 is 
reproduced below. Typewritten or other 
reproduced copies may be used. (46 U.S.C. 
§883-1)

Appendix A—Oath for Qualification of 
Corporation as a Citizen of the United States 
Under the Act of September 2,1958 (46 U.S.C. 
883-1)
Corporation:
Name------------------------ r------------------------
Address1 --------- ;---------------------------------- -
State where incorporated----------------------------
Affiant:
Name--------------------------------------------
Address--------- ------------------------------ --------------
Company --------------------------------------------
Title or capacity------------------------------- ;---------

I, the affiant named above, swear that I am 
legally authorized to make this oath on behalf 
of the corporation, that a majority of the 
officers and directors of the above-named 
corporation are citizens of the United States, 
as shown by the attached listing incorporated 
in and made a part of this oath which truly 
and correctly names all such officers and 
directors, giving the home address and 
citizenship of each; that not less than 90 
percent of the employees of the corporation 
are residents of the United States; that the 
corporation is engaged primarily in a 
manufacturing or mineral industry in the 
United States or in a territory, district or 
possession thereof; that the aggregate book 
value of the vessels owned by the 
corporation does not exceed 10 percent of the 
aggregate book value of the assets of the 
corporation; and that the corporation 
purchases or produces in the United States, 
its territories or possessions not less than 75 
percent of the raw materials used or sold in 
its operation.2

’ Show principal place of business of corporation. 
2Attach the required list of the names of all 

officers and directors of the corporation, giving the 
home address and citizenship of each.
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The above named corporation fails to 
qualify a citizen within the meaning of 
§ 67.03-9(b) by reason of: 3 
—Non-citizen President 
—Non-citizen Chairman of Board 
—Failure to meet quorum requirements 
—Failure to meet stock ownership 

requirements
Signature — -------------------------------------
Subscribed and sworn to before me on the 
day and year shown

(Notary Public)
Date ---------------------—------------------------- -
Appendix B—Oath of Parent or Subsidiary 
Corporation Act of September 2,1958 (46 
U.S.C. 883-1)
Corporation:
Name-------------------------— —--------------- -
Address-----------------------—— ---------------
State of incorporation------------- ---------------

Status (Parent)1 (Subsidiary) 2

3Check appropriate line or lines.
* A “parent corporation” for the purposes of this 

oath is one incorporated under the laws of the 
United States, or any State, territory, or district of 
the United States, which controls (directly or

46, No. 220 / M onday, November 16,

Name of associated corporation-----------------
Address------------ — -------------------------- -—
State where incorporated---------------- ----------
Affiant:
Name — ------ -----------------------------------— ------
Address------- -------------------------------------- ---
Company --------------—----------------------------------
Title or capacity-------------------------- —--------

I, the affiant named above, swear that the 
corporation first named herein is the 
(parent)1 (subsidiary)1 of the associated 
corporation named, that I am the duly 
authorized officer or agent of the corporation 
first named, and that the associated 
corporation has previously established that it 
is a citizen within the meaning of the Act of 
September 2,1958 (46 U.S.C. 883-1).
Signature ------------------------- --------------------

Subscribed and sworn to before me on the 
day and year shown.

(Notary Public)

indirectly) at least 50 percent of the voting stock of 
another corporation. Strike out the inapplicable 
term. *'

2 A “subsidiary corporation” for the purpose of this 
oath is one incorporated under the laws of the United 
States, or any state, territory, or district of the United 
States, which has not less than 50 percent of its voting 
stock controlled (directly or indirectly) by another 
corporation. Strike out the inapplicable term.

1981 / Proposed Rules

Subpart 68.03— Reserved for 
Regulation, as Necessary, of Vessels 
Documented Under the Act of August 
9,1954

PART 69— MEASUREMENT OF 
VESSELS

§§ 69.01-15 and 69.05-1 [Rem oved]

4. By removing § 69.01-15.
5. By removing § 69.05-1.
Dated: November 9,1981.

L. N. Hein,
Captain, Coast Guard, Acting Chief, Office of 
Merchant Marine Safety.
(FR Doc. 81-32831 Filed 11-13-81: 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY
[FRL-1973-3]

Grant of Application for a Fuel Waiver; 
Summary of Decision
AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

s u m m a r y : Pursuant to section 211(f) of 
the Clean Air Act (Act), the 
Administrator is conditionally granting a 
fuel wj^yer request, involving methanol 
and gasoline grade tertiary butyl 
alcohol, submitted by the Atlantic 
Richfield Company. 
p u b l i c  d o c k e t : Copies of information 
on this» waiver application and the 
Administrator’s Decision are available 
for inspection in public docket EN-81-10 
at the Central Docket Section (A-130) of 
the Environmental Protection Agency, 
Gallery I—West Tower, 401M Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460, (202) 755- 
0245, between the horns of 8:00 a.m. and 
4:00 p.m. As provided in 40 CFR Part 2, a 
reasonable fee may be charged for 
copying services.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James W. Caldwell or Robert Gelman, 
Fuels Section, Field Operations and 
Support Division (EN-397), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401M 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460 
(202) 382-2635.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
211(f) of the Clean Air Act (Act), 42 
U.S.C. 7545(f)(1), prohibits the

introduction into commerce of certain 
new automotive fuels and fuel additives. 
Section 211(f)(4) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. 
7545 provides that the Administrator of 
the EPA, upon application by a fuel or 
fuel additive manufacturer, may waive 
the prohibitions established under 
section 211(f) if the Administrator 
determines that the applicant has 
established that such fuel or fuel 
additive will not cause vehicles to fail 
emissions standards. The Atlantic 
Richfield Company (ARCO) has 
submitted such an application for a fuel 
additive.

For reasons specified in the decision 
document, IJiave decided conditionally 
to grant the waiver request by ARCO for 
the use in unleaded gasoline of an 
additive consisting of methanol in 
combination with gasoline grade tertiary 
butyl alcohol (GTBA), such that, in the 
finished product, the. ratio of methanol 
to GTBA by volume does not exceed 
one, the concentration of oxygen does 
not exceed 3.5 percent by weight, the 
American Society for Testing and 
Materials (ASTM) fuel volatility 
specifications (ASTM D-439) for the 
area and time of year in which it is 
marketed are met, and ARCO takes all 
reasonable precautions to ensure that 
the finished fuel is not used as a base 
gasoline to which other oxygenated 
additives are added. The waiver is being 
granted based on the determination that 
the additive, when used as specified 
above, will not cause or contribute to a 
failure of any 1975 or subsequent model 
year vehicle or engine to comply with

the emission standards with respect to 
which it was certified under section 206 
of the Act.

Under Executive Order 12291 the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) was afforded the opportunity to 
review this action. OMB declined to 
review this decision.

This action is not a “rule” as defined 
in the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 
U.S.C. 601(2), because EPA is not 
required to undergo “notice and 
comment” under section 553(b) of the 
Administrative Procedure Act, or other 
law. Therefore, EPA has not prepared a 
supporting regulatory flexibility analysis 
addressing the impact of this action on 
small business entities.

This is a final Agency action of 
national applicability. Jurisdiction to 
review this action lies exclusively in the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit. Under section 
307(b)(1) of the Clean Air Act judicial 
review of this action is available only by 
the filing of a petition for review in the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit on or before January 
15,1982. Under section 307(b)(2), today’s 
action may not be challenged later in a 
separate judicial proceeding brought by 
the Agency to enforce the statutory 
prohibitions.

Dated: November 7,1981.
Anne M. Gorsuch,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 81-32941 Filed 11-13-81; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES

Office of Human Development 
Services
[Program  Announcem ent No. HDS-82-1] 

Discretionary Funds Programs

AGENCY: Human Development Services, 
HHS.
SUBJECT: Announcement of Availability 
of Funds and Request for 
preapplicatioins for the Office of Human 
Development Services Discretionary 
Funds Grant Program. 
s u m m a r y : The Office of Human 
Development Services (HDS) including 
the Administration for Children, Youth 
and Families (ACYF), Administration on 
Developmental Disabilities (ADD), 
Administration on Aging (AoA), 
Administration for Native Americans 
(ANA), Office of Policy Development 
(OPD), and the Office of Program 
Coordination and Review (OPCR) 
announces that competing 
preapplications will be accepted for new 
research, demonstration, evaluation and 
training and technology transfer grants 
and cooperative agreements authorized 
by its multiple discretionary funding 
program legislation. 
d a t e : The closing date for receipt of 
preapplication materials, including 
concept papers, is January 15,1982.

Scope of This Program Announcement
This program announcement 

discusses research, demonstration 
evaluation and training and technology 
transfer priorities for F Y 1982 and the 
first quarter of FY 1983 which are 
funded by all the HDS programs, and 
which support HDS' long range goals.

This is the first HDS announcement 
issued under these priorities. There will 
be limited additional HDS 
announcements in FY 1982 that include 
different priority areas. This 
announcement provides for a two stage 
application process (stage one—  
preapplications; stage two—full formal 
applications). This announcement only  
solicits preapplications. Full formal 
applications are not being requested and 
should not be submitted. The 
preapplication should include only a 
concept paper and related information 
specified below. Full formal applications 
will subsequently be solicited from a 
group that has completed successfully in 
the competition based on the 
preapplication.
„ This program announcement contains 

the following sections:
• Program Purpose

• Program Goals and Objectives
• Program Priorities

A rea  1
Assisting State and local governments 

in resource allocation and program 
management.

P riority A reas
1.1 Local supply and demand issues.
1.2 Targeting resources on 

populations most in need.
1.3 Assisting State/local 

governments in sharing information 
through telecommunications and other 
mechanisms.

1*A Special planning grants to States 
to assist in transition to block grants 
and management of a mixture of block/ 
categorical grant programs.

1.5 Assistance to States to evaluate 
human service programs.

A rea  2
Assisting State and local governments 

in improving techniques for licensing, 
regulating, monitoring and evaluating 
social services.

P riority A rea
2.1 Assisting State and local 

governments in reviewing and modifying 
standards and licensing practices.

A rea  3
Assisting State and local governments 

to improve their management 
information systems.

P riority A reas
3.1 State systems development.
3.2 Local and areawide information 

systems.
3.3 Utilization of Program Data.
3.4 Alternative forecasting models 

and support for State planning and 
analysis.

A rea  4
Productivity and work methods. 

P riority A rea s
. 4.1 Work measurement studies of 

service providers.

A rea 5
Assisting State and local governments 

in the application of model fiscal 
management practices in their service 
provider systems.

P riority A rea s
5.1 Addressing technical assistance 

needs.

A rea 6
Assisting State and local governments 

in the development of new resources for 
social services including private

philanthropy, fund raising, and the use 
of volunteers.

P riority A rea s
6.1 Volunteers.
6.2 Improving private-public linkages 

and service delivery.
6.3 Knowledge building and transfer 

of non-service approaches to meeting 
human service needs.

A rea  7
HDS Training Programs.
7.1 Research on alternative training 

approaches.

A rea  8
Preventive Social Services.

P riority A reas
8.1 Family centered preventive 

social services modalities.

A rea  9
Client Impact and Outcome Models. 

P riority A rea s
9.1 Protection from abuse and 

neglect in residential settings
9.2 Coordination of protective 

services and legal judicial systems
9.3 Research on forms of abuse and 

neglect
9.4 Delivery system reform
9.5 Service outcome.

A rea  10

Special Concepts,

P rio rity A rea s
10.1 Community support alternative 

for child care
10.2 Hard to place children and 

youth
10.3 The placement of minority 

developmentally disabled children and 
adults in appropriate least restrictive 
settings

10.4 Service coordination and case 
management

10.5 Development and 
implementation of a system for the 
control and use of Head Start cost data

10.6 National adoption information 
exchange system

10.7 Consolidation of Regional 
Resource Centers on Children and Youth 
Services

10.8 Economic development strategy
10.9 Head Start linkages
10.10 Head Start technology transfer: 

Children and Family Development 
Demonstrations Program

10.11 Support to demonstration sites
10.12 Redirection of the Head Start 

basic educational skills projects (BES)
10.13 Child Care
10.14 Mental Health Services for 

Underserved Populations
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10.15 State Developmental 
Disabilities Resource Allocation 
Processes

10.16 Employment Opportunties for 
Older People

10.17 Employer Based Family 
Support

10.18 Gerontology Career 
Preparation Program

10.19 Delivery System Improvements 
to the Developmentally Disabled 
Immigrants, Refugees, Migrants, and 
Urban Indians of All Ages.

Area 11
Alternative Public Initiatives.

Priority A reas
11.1 Public innovations
• Eligible Entities
• Avialable Funds
1. Preapplication Process
2. Submission
3. A-95 Notification Process
4. Consideration
5. Financial Assistance
• Criteria for Review and Evaluation 

of Applications
• Closing Dates for Receipt of 

Preapplications.

Program Purpose
HDS will fund grants and cooperative 

agreements for research, demonstration, 
evaluation, training, technical assistance 
and technology transfer projects which 
will add to existing knowledge, promote 
the development of new methods and 
techniques for the planning, 
management, delivery and coordination 
of social services programs or foster 
improvements in existing social services 
systems. Cooperative agreements are 
discussed in the Federal Register 
Volume 44, No. 121 published June 21, 
1979.

Program Goals and Objectives
The philosophy of this Administration 

in the formulation and implementation 
of social service legislation and 
programs is based on the principle that 
the well being of the public is primarily 
a responsibility of individuals, families, 
and the communities in which they live. 
When social services are needed, they 
are best defined and administered 
through public or private institutions at 
the level closest to the problem—State 
and local governments, Area Aging 
Agencies, and local grantees as well as 
private voluntary organizations. The 
role of the Federal government in 
addressing social problems is:

To adopt and implement national 
policies or programs aimed at promoting 
ecnomic growth and prosperity and 
thereby reducing the need for social 
services;

To address those social service needs 
that cannot be implemented at the State 
level and that require inter-State or 
national orientation for effective 
implementation;

To provide national leadership in (a) 
the development of improved cost 
effective methods of addressing needs 
through priority social service programs 
and in (b) the development of State and 
local capacity to plan, implement and 
evaluate social service programs 
intended to solve local problems;

To foster the efficient and effective 
utilization of available resources 
through the development of social 
service management and monitoring 
systems leading toward operational self- 
sufficiency; and

To direct Federal budgetary support 
for services toward that portion of the 
population that is the most dependent 
poor.

The following goals for the HDS 
discretionary funds program are 
designed to facilitate the Federal role 
defined above.

Goal 1. To support activities that 
assist alternative State/local service 
delivery systems in:

Fostering individual self-sufficiency 
and economic self-support;

Preserving families and promoting 
family stability; reducing neglect, abuse, 
or mistreatment of vulnerable persons;

Promoting independent living where 
possible and assuring appropriate 
institutional care where needed; and

Stimulating improved use of private 
and public resources in the delivery of 
social service.

Goal 2. To support activities that 
assist State/local service delivery and 
management systems by:

Promoting effective program 
operations through improved planning, 
resource allocation, policy development, 
information reporting, accounting, 
procurement, auditing, and monitoring;

Facilitating evaluation, training, 
model curriculum and materials 
development, and capacity building.

Program Priorities
In contract to a Federally directed 

priority-setting process, HDS has 
established a State and community- 
based process for setting discretionary 
funds priorities. A major element of this 
process involved eliciting—through 
letters to more than 500 agencies and 
individuals—a broad range of 
perspective (from Area Aging Agencies, 
Indian tribes, national child welfare 
organizations, States and county 
government agencies, et al.) on major 
research, demonstration and evaluation 
issues which should be considered by 
HDS during the next two Fiscal Years.

This period will be very challenging 
as organizations and individuals in 
human services work together to 
implement new directions on this 
Administration. HDS has responded to 
this challenge by establishing a 
discretionary funds process for all of its 
programs that will enhance our ability to 
communicate our priorities both within 
HDS and to external organizations. This 
process will optimize the agency's 
ability to eliminate duplication of effort, 
and to promote a coordinated agency 
approach to using scarce discretionary 
resources.

Each Program Commissioner has 
responsibility for the funding of 
discretionary projects. In formulating 
the overall HDS priorities, the unique 
categorical needs of each HDS program 
agency were considered at four 
Executive Staff presentations by the 
respective (Acting) Commissioners. As a 
result of both these review and 
developmental sessions and the 
comments of outside organizations, 
these categorical issues are presented in 
each priority area below.

For Fiscal Year 1982 and the first 
quarter of Fiscal Year 1983, concept 
papers are solicited which address 
major long-range HDS goals. In this 
regard, HDS has identified certain 
specific priority areas which reflect 
those goals.

Applicants may also submit a concept 
paper for a project not identified in this 
program announcement but which is 
relevant to HDS goals. These 
preapplications will be designated as 
Priority Area 11.1 and will also be 
subject to the panel review process.

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing both the program 
specific and cross-program priority 
areas listed below. These descriptions 
are intended to be possible subjects and 
guidelines regarding the total available 
resources for specified numbers of 
concept papers in each priority area. 
They are not intended to limit concepts 
in any way, and only illustrate 
potentially acceptable concepts and 
approximate resources within the area. 
Emphasis is placed on cross-program 
efforts.

Area 1. Assisting State and local 
governments in resource allocation and 
program management.

Priority Area 1.1 Local Supply and 
Demand Issues

HDS would like to review concept 
papers that address service delivery 
utilization by clients based on voucher 
systems, copayments and  innovative 
casework practices. The concept papers
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should address both the demand side of 
the system (through the client) as well 
as service delivery worker response on 
the supply side.

Approxim ate D o lla r Am ount:
$ 1 ,000,000.

N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 
Three.
Priority Area 1.2 Targeting Resources on 
Populations Most in Need

HDS would like to receive concept 
papers addressing the issue of targeting 
resources to specific populations most in 
need of services.

Within HDS, the special service 
concerns of target populations are 
addressed by: The Administration on 
Aging (AoA), the Administration for 
Native Americans (ANA), the 
Administration on Developmental 
Disabilities (ADD), and the 
Administration for children, Youth and 
Families (ACYF).

Efforts to identify barriers to services 
for target populations have been 
undertaken in the past and are currently 
being supported within HDS. However, 
an analysis approach is needed for 
those issues common to the four 
agencies as well as those which may be 
unique within a population (including 
the need for safeguards to assure that 
needy populations which might require 
costly services are not denied services). 
Among the areas to be assessed for 
commonality or uniqueness might be the 
traditional issues surrounding outreach, 
transportation, cultural attitudes, client 
assessment, information and referral 
and Indian tribal government.

Concept papers are requested which 
would develop strategies that formulate 
guidelines based on exemplary 
approaches presenting an overview an 
anaylsis of issues related to services 
needed by HDS populations. These 
papers would build upon recently 
completed work as well as current 
investigations sponsored by HDS and 
other funding sources. These papers 
would consolidate findings from 
research and evaluation of program 
experience as a basis for defining 
strategies, policies and priorities across 
HDS populations for future research, 
development, training and technical 
assistance in light of fiscal restraints 
and the need for innovative approaches 
to assist State and local governments in 
program management.

The objectives of this area are also to 
provide assistance to States in 
evaluating how social services funds are 
allocated. Concept papers should focus 
on how the States or localities are 
setting their own priorities and should 
suggest new approaches to meet the

needs of their target population.
Allocation of scarce resources may be 

altered because of funding levels. States 
may changes resource patterns, 
available servides, definitions of target 
populations and administrative cost 
ratios in an attempt to maintain current 
service levels. Concept papers should 
address how data could be included for 
a comparative analysis of procedures 
used by a sample of States or localities 
in allocating resources, and should 
relate findings from this comparative 
analysis to the impact on clients being 
served. Descriptions of exemplary 
practices will be reported and 
disseminated to States through 
technology transfer packages.

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount: $400,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: Two 

or Three.
Priority Area 1.3 Assessting State/Local 
Governments in Sharing Information 
Through Telecommunications and Other 
Mechanisms

HDS would like to review concept 
papers demonstrating innovative ways 
to assist State/local governments in 
disseminating effective program 
management and service delivery 
techniques.

These concept papers would require a 
broad range of State/local resources 
that could be used for: Running 
conferences/meetings, establishing 
telecommunications meeting/ 
workshops, hardware/software capacity 
for transfer and updating information in 
a wide array of topical areas among and 
between States including direct user 
access of ADP and packaging/ 
disseminating TA materials, R&D 
findings, State experiences, etc.

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount: $550,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: One 

or Two.
Priority Area 1.4 Special Planning 
Grants to States to Assist in Transition 
to Block Grants and Management of a 
Mixture of Block/Categorical Grant 
Programs

HDS would like to review concept 
papers from State governments that 
demonstrate innovative planning 
approches relating to block grants.
Areas of need include, but are not 
limited to, transition to block grant 
operation, and coordination of block 
grant/categorical programs at the State/ 
local level. Concept papers should 
suggest strategies for the following: 
Planning, implementing, monitoring and 
evaluating State/local programs; 
regoranization of State human services; 
workforce needs; development and 
productivity; relationships with sub-

State governments; working with 
community groups; working with tribal 
governments/groups; and efficiency of 
Operations.

The above ideas are not intended to 
limit concepts. Concept papers should 
also include strategies for an evaluation 
plan, and the dissemination of reports to 
other States/localities.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount:
$ 1,000,000.

N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 
Eight to Fifteen.

Priority Area 1.5 Assistance to States 
to Evaluate Human Service Programs

The purpose of this announcement is 
to solicit concept papers on ways to 
assist States and local governments to 
evaluate any common problems in the 
field of human services. The basic goal 
of these evaluations is to provide a 
framework for arriving at rational 
decisions about whether ongoing 
program resources are efficiently and 
effectively used or whether a program 
should be discontinued. A number of 
grants would be awarded to evaluate 
topics in human services. These 
evaluations will assist States to reduce 
administrative costs, waste, and abuse. 
They will also promote better service 
delivery; protect those most in need, 
target available resources on the most 
pressing local priorities, and develop 
collaboration relationships with local 
governments and others involved in 
social service planning and delivery.

The concept papers should also 
consider the following types of program 
evaluation: (1) Evaluability assessment; 
(2) formative evaluation; and (3) impact 
evaluation.

Preference will be given to innovative 
concepts that focus on short term 
studies on topics of concern to consortia 
of States.

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount: $750,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 

Four.

Area 2 Assisting State and local 
governments in improving techniques 
for licensing, regulating, monitoring and 
evaluating social services

Priority Area 2.1 Assisting State and 
Local Governments in Reviewing and 
Modifying Standards and Licensing 
Practices

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing the development, 
assessment, utilization, and monitoring 
of model licensing requirements and 
standards in residential facilities, such 
as adult boarding homes, child care
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facilities and correctional institutions 
for youth. Vulnerable and dependent 
persons, such as the elderly, the 
developmentally disabled, children and 
youth living in residential settings, and 
youth in correctional facilities are 
frequently subjected to substandard 
care and to dangerous living situations 
and, therefore, need the support of 
community and State-sanctioned criteria 
to ensure the establishment and 
maintenance of an appropriate living 
environment.

The purpose of this concept area is to 
facilitate the establishment of improved 
safety measures and better care and 
treatment practices for persons in 
residential facilities. This objective can 
be achieved through concept papers that 
focus on strategies for: (1) The 
assessment of the implementation of life 
safety codes for community based 
residences for elderly and 
developmentally disabled persons, 
children and youth; (2) the examination 
of model approaches used by States in 
the areas for program management and 
licensing standards encompassing civil 
rights, residential care and treatment 
services concerns; (3) the development 
of model guidelines that address the 
decision making process which 
identifies criteria for referring 
adjudicated youth for placement in a 
residential treatment center rather than 
a correctional facility; and (4) 
development of model guidelines or 
standards to assist the residential care 
system serving youth to become more 
responsive to needs of adjudicated 
youth, especially those who are 
developmentally disabled and could 
benefit from a less restrictive 
environment and permanency planning 
services.

These activities are expected to result 
in the identification of nonessential 
regulations and standards that relate to 
residential care as well as those care 
standards that States and consumer 
groups identify as important to assuring 
quality residential care to dependent/ 
populations.

Special consideration will be given to 
State Consortia which promote 
collaboration among States, local 
agencies, private providers, consumers, 
and Federal agencies. As a result of a 
consultative process, a basis for 
acceptance of the Standards by 
residential service providers should be 
established.

Approxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $950,000.
Num ber o f Projects to be Funded: 

Three to Five.

Area 3 Assisting State and Local 
Governments To Improve Their 
Management Information Systems

Priority Area 3.1 State Systems 
Development

Concept papers should address the 
development and demonstration of 
model systems that improve State 
program administration. Concepts 
relating to systems support of fiscal 
management, service delivery, 
management indicators and data 
utilization, purchase of services, 
monitoring, and evaluation are general 
areas of interest. Areas that HDS 
believes warrant special attention 
include development of prototypes of 
exemplary systems that relate to the 
above general areas, development of 
self-assessment criteria to evaluate 
existing systems, and establishment of a 
mechanism for disseminating 
information including the use of project 
Share or other systems. This activity 
would sponsor short-term technical 
assistance among State and local 
agencies. Preference will be given to 
concepts involving multiple State 
participation and utilization of 
demonstration results.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $700,000.
N um ber o f Projects To B e Funded: 

Three or Four.
Priority Area 3.2 Local and Area-Wide 
Information Systems

Concept papers submitted in this area 
should address the development of 
automated information systems that 
improve on local and area-wide 
administration of HDS programs. This 
area differs from Priority Area 3.1 by 
focusing on relatively small agencies 
with limited budgets, limited staff, lack 
of development resources, and which 
need low-cost alternatives to large-scale 
hardware. This area is of special 
interest for the aging and Head Start 
programs which have grantees with 
needs for financial management 
systems, client tracking systems, etc. 
Systems developed for these or similar 
areas should be inexpensive and easy- 
to-leam hardware/software packages, 
tailored to the needs of small providers. 
Concept papers should identify methods 
to assure participation of the private 
sector for software development that 
will meet specific local program 
requirements. Concept papers should 
highlight economies that can be derived 
from technical approaches applicable to 
a variety of small providers across HDS 
programs.

Another priority concept for this area 
is the development, implementation, and 
operation of community-wide ; 
information systems.

Concept papers submitted in this area 
should address the development, 
implementation, and operation of 
community-wide information systems. 
The purpose behind these systems is to 
encourage cooperation among the public 
and private human service delivery 
sectors by providing common systems- 
related services to a community’s 
human service providers. By centralizing 
the development process in a 
community, substantial cost savings are 
anticipated for the individual provider 
agencies. Further cost savings are 
anticipated for consolidated operation 
of systems. It is envisioned that once 
started and operating, a community 
systems effort could be made self- 
sustaining through fees or cost sharing 
by participating providers.

Areas that may be candidates for 
community systems operations include: 
Purchase of services, financial 
(accounting & budgeting), client tracking, 
and systems that support volunteerism 
(such as matching volunteers to 
organizational needs). Due to the 
complexity of developing a community
wide systems strategy, and the possible 
difficulties in implementing that 
strategy, a multi-year (not to exceed 3 
years) grant may be awarded.

A pproxim ate D o lla r A m o u n t
$ 1,000,000.

N um ber o f  P rojects To B e Funded:
Five or Six.

Priority Area 3.3 Utilization of Program 
Data

HDS would like to receive concept 
papers that address innovative 
approaches to data collection and 
analysis that could aid State and local 
governments. Native American groups 
and organizations, and service network 
organizations make more efficient use of 
information resources. It is expected 
that a new approach can be developed 
to satisfy these needs with improved 
data access, data processing, or 
technical and analytical assistance. 
These efforts will lead to improved 
network capabilities to avoid 
duplication in data collection and from 
uneconomical analytical efforts. For the 
first year, concepts should concentrate 
on the aging and Native American 
service network statistical needs. For 
future years, the feasibility of covering 
all HDS sponsored programs in a social 
services statistical center should be 
examined. However, the concepts 
developed in conjunction with the 
populations relevant to AoA and ANA 
must be compatible with all HDS 
populations.
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Activities within this concept could 
include {but are not limited to) the 
following:

—Accessing data, such as census files 
required for statistical analyses, and a 
broad range of program-related and 
social data specific to Native American 
and aging populations;

—Maintaining such data for use by 
interested parties in the networks;

—Providing technical assistance, 
training and workshops in the utilization 
of available data center services; 'hnd

—Performing other analyses for ANA 
and AoA which should include (but not ”• 
be limited to) profiles of served and the 
dependent poor including trend analysis 
of the changes occurring in these 
populations as they are impacted by 
social services programs. No new data 
collection efforts are envisioned nor 
desired.

HDS solicits concept papers which 
deal with the feasibility of developing a 
statistical service center that can satisfy 
these criteria. The concept papers 
should include a discussion of the short 
and long term costs, problems, and 
possible alternative approaches to this 
effort. Applicants should discuss how to 
promote data collection efficiencies« 
service delivery at lower costs, and 
issues of long term non Federal funding 
for the center.

Approxim ate D olla r Am ount: $325,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded:

One.

Priority Area 3.4 Alternative 
Forecasting Models and Support for 
State Planning and Analysis

HDS wishes to solicit concept papers 
that would research the feasibility of 
alternative forecasting models that 
support State planning and analysis.

HDS is interested in alternative 
approaches including prototype models 
or other microsimulation forecasting 
techniques. Concept papers should 
address microsimulation forecasting 
models of alternative approaches (e.g., 
stochastic, statistical, trend analysis) 
that are feasible for State use in 
planning and policy determination 
activities. Plans for developing, 
implementing and operating the 
recommended models in the State (or 
groups of States) are desired.

The concept papers should address 
the utilization of specific project 
outcomes to improve State decision
making.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $245,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded:

One.

Area 4 Productivity and Work 
Methods
Priority Area 4.1 Work Measurement 
Studies of Service Providers

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing the critical issue of 
efficient allocation and utilization of 
staff time at the local program level for 
increasing worker productivity, 
improving the quality of services, and 
identifying staffing requirements.

The purpose of this priority area is to 
develop and test a methodology for 
collecting and analyzing work 
measurement data.

Approxim ate D olla r Am ount: $480,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 

Three.

Area 5 Assisting State and Local 
Governments in the Application of 
Model Fiscal Management Practices in 
Their Service Provider Systems

Priority Area 5.1 Addressing Technical 
Assistance Needs

HDS will assist State, local, or Indian 
tribal governments, through consortium 
and other arrangements, to develop new 
approaches to identifying and 
exchanging expertise and technology. 
HDS would like to review concept 
papers from State, local, and Indian 
tribal governments, consortiums of 
States, Indian tribes, Area Aging 
Agencies, Head Start Agencies, tribal 
organizations, and non-profit 
organizations that present new 
approaches to resolving problem areas 
of management, administration, and 
budgeting. Grant support is deemed 
most appropriate when applicant 
organizations have been involved in 
identifying problems and needs, are 
willing to share in the costs of using 
such services, and are willing to support 
the continuing activities of such 
services.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: 
$1,030,000.

N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 
Three or Four, -

Area 6 Assisting State and Local 
Governments in the Development of 
New Resources for Social Services 
Including Private Philanthropy, Fund 
Raising, and the Use of Volunteers

HDS would like to review concept 
papers in each of the categories below 
which address joint ventures between 
businesses/corporations and local 
governments or community groups for 
the following HDS populations: 
Developmentally disabled, children, 
families, deinstitutionalized individuals, 
older persons, poverty residents and 
youth.

Priority Area 6.1 Volunteers

HDS would like to review concept 
papers that propose new approaches to 
increasing the numbers and use of 
volunteers in areas such as the 
provision of direct services (hands-on); 
development of innovative alternatives 
to service delivery, e.g., systems 
approaches, new management 
techniques, motivational incentives, 
networking, interagency agreements for 
joint sponsorship; assisting in surveys; 
resource development, information and 
referral, brokers of services, use of 
special skills. The volunteer effort may 
be part of an ongoing program such as 
Heat Start, child day care, youth or child 
welfare programs, may bring about new 
private-public relations, may effect 
changes in public policy to eliminate 
barriers to using volunteers, or may, 
introduce new recruitment, training and 
management models, or a combination 
of these.

Approxim ate D olla r L evel: $3,000,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 

Fifteen to Thirty.

Priority Area 45.2 Improving Private- 
Public Linkages and Service Delivery

In the past several years there has 
been an increasing emphasis and 
interest in developing linkages between 
private and public sectors to (1) 
optimize the efficiency and effectiveness 
of service dollars and (2) improve the 
comprehensiveness and quality of 
services. There is increasing need for 
improved liaison between private and 
public sectors in the delivery of human 
services, and in the transition from 
reliance on Federal funding to alternate 
sources.

Concept papers should address 
private sector initiatives in the following 
areas: (1) Improving linkages between 
Head Start, other services programs and 
the community; (2) facilitating the 
accessibility of private resources; (3) 
improving the cost/effectiveness in the 
management and delivery of human 
services; and/or (4) improving State 
liaison with the private sector.

Possible concept papers may include 
but are not limited to, strategies for:

(1) Developing and conducting 
training workshops for HDS grantees on 
how to secure funds and resources from 
the private sector.

(2) Conducting joint HDS/private 
sector demonstrations of ways in which 
barriers to the effective management 
and delivery of human services can be 
reduced.

(3) Conducting demonstrations 
designed to evaluate, promote and 
improve joint ventures between
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businesses/corporations and local 
governments or community groups 
(including Indian tribes) in the area of 
employment opportunities or housing for 
one or more of the HDS populations.

HDS is also requesting papers which 
address issues related to private/ 
voluntary sector involvement in the 
delivery of provider training and 
services to vulnerable populations. Of 
particular interest are issues concerning 
home-based day care for children under 
three years of age and services for deaf/ 
blind developmentally disabled persons.

Concept papers should suggest model 
program designs, demonstration and 
implementation approaches to cost- 
effective service models with training to 
service providers as a component. They 
should be particularly oriented toward 
involvement of the private/voluntary 
sector in programs to assist community 
agencies, employers, and other 
organizations in their efforts to support 
the populations of interest.

Approxim ate D olla r Am ount: 
$1,800,000.

N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: Ten 
to Fifteen.
Priority Area 6.3 Knowledge Building 
and Transfer of Non-Service 
Approaches to Meeting Human Service 
Needs

HDS would like to review concept 
papers from State Agencies or 
Governor’s offices interested in 
demonstrating or assessing non-service 
approaches that impact on the local 
level with a resulting decrease in the 
probability that remedial social services 
will be needed. Concept papers that 
present unique approaches in the 
following areas would be considered for 
funding:

• Changes in governmental 
regulations;

• Tax policy changes;
• Promotion of self help;
• Exchange of effective techniques 

among successful community-level 
groups;

• Strengthening of informal support 
systems;

• Fostering of family-provided care; 
and

• Sharing of resources to increase 
productivity;

In developing concept papers, 
preapplicants should consider one of 
two possible innovative approaches to 
addressing the issue: (1) A State-wide 
application on a targeted problem area 
(e.g., tax incentives to insure family 
support for vulnerable individuals); or 
(2) a generic non-service planning 
approach (e.g., the application of several 
of the non-service approaches as they

apply to one or several target 
populations within a specific community 
or group or communities).

Approxim ate D ollar Am ount: $300,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 

Approximately Three Projects.

Area 7 HDS Training Programs

Priority Area 7.1 Research on 
Alternative Training Approaches

Assistance will be provided to State 
agencies or a consortium of States to 
evaluate human services training 
programs. Concept papers should 
address the contribution of HDS training 
programs to the efficiency and 
effectiveness of the programs to which 
they are linked. Concept paper 
strategies for using these research 
findings are expected to be of utility to 
State officials in determining what 
training approaches to employ under the 
Social Services Block Grant. Concepts 
should also provide a basis for review of 
existing training practices in order to 
eliminate inefficient use scarce training 
funds related to all social service 
responsibilities.

One of the purposes of this concept 
area is to propose methods for critically 
assessing the training which has 
emanated from the HDS authorities, 
with an emphasis on comparing the 
effectiveness and efficiency of using a 
specific program development strategy 
versus a general manpower 
development approach. This concept 
area includes helping States to 
formulate policy pertinent to categorical 
training to assist the States in making 
resource allocation decisions, designing 
training programs and evaluating their 
efforts.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $200,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded:

One.

Area 8 Preventive Social Services

Priority Area 8.1 Family Centered 
Preventive Social Services Modalities

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing preventive social 
service modalities for an array of 
vulnerable populations who, heretofore, 
have been almost completely dependent 
on government for intervention. The 
thrust of these concept papers should be 
on innovative approaches to the 
enhancement of family and community 
capacity to cope with, support, and 
intervene in conjunction with formal 
social service systems on behalf of 
target groups including: The 
developmentally disabled, neglected or 
abused children; adolescents and/or 
adults returning from or entering

institutions, and fragile dependent . 
elderly.

The focus of the concept papers 
should be on approaches which utilize 
and/or adapt existing models for the 
specific target groups of HDS programs 
(AoA, ADD, ACYF, ANA), expand the 
technology, to serve a broader 
population, and endeavor to address, 
among other initiatives, the following:

• Development or expansion of local 
networks of volunteers to provide 
respite care for families with 
institutionally vulnerable members.

• Provision and facilitation of peer 
support and training of family members 
and informal care givers.

• Provision of, for the client and 
family or community care givers, a more 
active role in treatment.

• Development of ways that 
communities can provide for missing 
portions of family support networks, 
especially for those institutionally- 
vulnerable clients who do not have 
families or have less competent families.

• Strengthening of linkages between 
the informal and formal service 
providers.

• Provision of more in-home care and 
treatment rather than placement in an 
institution.

Special consideration should be given 
to the use of networking, self help 
groups, self referrals, use of volunteers 
and other ways of strengthening the 
system of informal supports. Interagency 
efforts on behalf of case coordination 
should be emphasized as well.

Concept papers must reflect a 
sensitivity to the unique as well as 
common needs of high risk families 
which include but are not limited to the 
following:

(1) Those with aged family members. 
This also includes aged individuals who 
have survived their families and are 
more dependent on community supports.

(2) Families with developmentally 
disabled members.

(3) Families who are alienated from 
support networks and have been 
involved in incidents of child abuse or 
neglect and are at risk of having 
children removed into foster care or 
institutional care.

(4) Families with a youth member who 
is returning from an institutional or 
another type of residential setting.

Approxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $930,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: Six 

to Eight.
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Area 9 Client Impact and Outcome 
Models
Priority Area 9.1 Protection from 
Abuse and Neglect in Residential 
Settings

HDS seeks concept papers which 
address issues related to prevention of 
and protection against the abuse and 
neglect of vulnerable persons who are 
placed in residential settings other than 
their own homes. Included among these 
persons are children in foster family and 
foster group or institutional care, 
children in detention facilities and 
training schools, persons of all ages in 
treatment centers for the emotionally 
disturbed, mentally retarded, mentally 
ill or physically handicapped, American 
Indian children and BIA boarding 
schools and elderly persons in nursing 
homes and boarding homes.

These concept papers should outline 
innovative and demonstration strategies 
for: (1) The development of program 
models; or (2) the provision of technical 
consultation for purposes of replicating 
existing program models of 
demonstrated effectiveness. Such 
approaches may focus on one or more of 
the following concerns: (1) the 
prevention of abuse and neglect of 
vulnerable persons in residential 
settings; (2) the identification, reporting 
and investigation of abuse and neglect 
of vulnerable persons; and (3) the 
alternatives for corrective actions in 
identified instances of abuse and neglect 
of vulnerable persons in residential 
settings.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $775,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded:

Four.

Priority Area 9.2 Coordination of 
Protective Services and Legal-Judicial 
Systems

HDS seeks concept papers which 
address issues related to effective 
coordination between social service 
agencies providing child and adult 
protective services, including 
specialized services for developmentally 
disabled persons, and legal services/ 
judicial systems.

Concept papers in this area should 
present innovative approaches: (1) To 
development and implementation of 
programs insuring effective 
programmatic coordination between 
social services and legal services- 
judicial systems in carrying out their 
respective protective roles; and (2) to 
provision of technical consultation for 
replication of program models of 
demonstrated effectiveness. These 
concept papers may focus on child 
abuse and neglect, child sexual abuse, 
spouse abuse, abuse and neglect of the

elderly and of other adults suffering 
from severe impairments in functioning 
who may require the protective 
intervention of social service and judical 
systems. HDS places a priority on 
concepts which show promise of 
defining program models that can be 
transferred for use by either child or 
adult protective services showing 
likenesses and differences between the 
two systems and between child 
protective and adult protective legal 
isues. HDS seeks to support concepts 
that will suggest useful guidelines for 
other social service/judicial 
relationships.

Approxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $500,000.
N um ber o f  Projects to be Funded: Two 

or Three.

Priority Area 9.3 Research on Forms of 
Abuse and Neglect

HDS seeks concept papers which 
address the expansion of knowledge 
about the nature of child abuse and 
neglect, its prevention, and treatment 
prescribed for various forms of child 
abuse. These areas of knowledge are: 
Physical abuse of adolescents; failure- 
to-thrive as a form of emotional neglect 
affecting infants and small children; 
abuse and neglect related to children 
with developmental disabilities, chronic 
physical and emotional neglect of 
children and its relationships to 
proverty; episodic physical abuse of 
children related to family economic 
stress; intrafamily child sexual abuse; 
sexual exploitation of children in 
prostitution and pornography; 
adolescent prostitution; and 
intertgenerational patterns of physical 
violence in families. In addition, HDS is 
particularly concerned with expanding 
upon the findings of previous 
exploratory research and filed program 
experiments to reach groups vulnerable 
to abuse and neglect other than children 
(e.g., the mentally retarded, the 
physically handicapped, the mentally ill, 
the emotionally disturbed and the 
elderly)T.

Concept papers are also requested 
which will propose specific approaches 
(including die identification of the 
specific target population(s) to be 
addressed, the services to be developed, 
coordination of efforts with other 
community and/or State agencies and 
service providers, outreach, training, 
community education, program 
assessment, and technology transfer) 
which will significantly extend the state- 
of-knowledge on adolescent male or 
female prostitution.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $850,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: Five 

to Seven,

Priority Area 9.4 Delivery System 
Reform

The purpose of this priority area is to 
help States review the structural 
changes which gives them and their 
local governments the flexibility to alter 
the social services delivery system 
under the Social Services Block Grant 
(SSBG). The major focus of this priority 
area is to conduct research on the 
structural, administrative and delivery 
system reforms at State and local levels.

Concept papers should propose 
strategies for measuring the efficiency 
and effectiveness of structural reforms 
undertaken by States in administering 
their social service programs under 
SSBG. The concept papers should 
address broad issues relating to the 
increased discretion provided to States 
under the SSBG and determine what 
effects the new legislation has had on 
the categorical programs.

Grants will be awarded to States in 
an effort to analyze service integration 
systems evolving from the structural 
reforms at both die State and local 
levels. The emphasis of this area will be 
placed on the identification of 
exemplary service delivery systems in 
the SSBG program.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $355,000 
(HDS).

N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: Two 
or Three.

Priority Area 9.5 Service Outcome

Over the years, much effort has gone 
into the development of various outcome 
measures to be used in evaluating the 
impact of Social services on clients. 
Concept papers in this area should 
suggest innovative research and 
demonstrations in three major areas:

• Objective validation of existing 
client outcome measures;

• Identification of those measures 
which are found to be most effective; 
and

• Strategies to implement the most 
effective client outcome measures in 
several States to further validate their 
usefulness and appropriateness for 
transfer to other interested States.

Specifically, this effort will examine 
such strategies as: (1) Testing the 
implementation of outcome monitoring 
systems using combined data collection 
approaches of agency records, client 
feedback and trained observers; (2) 
developing effective ways to validate 
and disseminate the outcome measures;
(3) developing and testing procedures 
for monitoring the usage of the 
measurements to a series of target 
groups. The findings will include an 
assessment of the costs, reliability/
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validity, utilization, feasibility and 
effectiveness of the client outcome 
monitoring procedures under 
operational conditions.

Approxim ate D ollar Am ount: $400,000.
Num her o f Projects to be Funded:

Two.

Area 10 Special Concepts

Priority Area 10.1 Community Support 
Alternative for Child Care

The purpose of this concept area is to 
develop innovative ways to assist States 
in conducting their own evaluations of 
community alternatives for the care and 
supervision of children aged 5-14 during 
non-school hours and for periods such 
as summer when school is not in 
session. Possible options include 
programs operated by voluntary 
organizations, public agencies, private 
for profit groups, and private non-profit 
organizations. Within these broad 
auspices are encompassed such 
alternatives as family day care systems, 
day care centers, school-based activity 
programs, community Recreation centers 
and boys’/girls’ clubs, employer- 
supported programs, foster 
grandparents’ programs, summer camps 
and the like.

Concept papers may include 
discussions of methods of obtaining 
valid and reliable data at the State level 
on the actual alternatives available for 
the care and supervision of children 
aged 5-14 when school is not in 
sesssion. They may also explore the 
perceived alternatives available from 
the perspective of families with children 
in the school-age range. A primary 
interest is the identification of barriers 
to the use of existing programs and 
analysis of ways to improve the 
accessibility, acceptability, and cost 
effectiveness of community based 
models, particularly for the families of 
“latch key” children who do not have 
any arrangement for the care and 
supervision of their children.

Approxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $200,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded:

One.

Priority Area 10.2 Hard to Place 
Children and Youth

The purpose of this concept area is to 
improve permanency outcomes for these 
minority, handicapped—hard to place 
children and young people in foster care 
by forging the link between the social 
services delivery systems and 
community-based groups and 
organizations. Through the involvement 
of regional, State or local organizations 
representing minority children and 
youth, concept papers which suggest 
strategies that support networking

among regional State and locally-based 
organizations are to be highlighted. This 
could be accomplished through training, 
technical assistance, information 
sharing and other methods suggested by 
preapplicants. The outcome, however, 
should be the development of concept 
papers which outline innovative 
collaborative relationships which 
achieve greater permanence for minority 
children.

Concept papers should give special 
consideration to the particular needs 
and different approaches suitable to 
various miniority groups (i.e., Black, 
Chicano, Puerto Rican, and grouping of 
Native Americans) and special needs 
children.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: 
$1,050,000.

N um ber o f Projects to be Funded:
Five.

Priority Area 10.3 The Placement of 
Minority Developmentally Disabled 
Children and Adults in Appropriate 
Least Restrictive Settings

Concept papers submitted in response 
to this notice should focus on hard-to- 
place client groups not covered by the 
child welfare system: Minority 
developmentally disabled children and 
adults.

HDS seeks concept papers from State 
Development Disabilities Protection and 
Advocacy (P& A) agencies addressing 
the problem of placing minority 
developmentally disabled children and 
adults who are not now appropriately 
placed, in permanent and least 
restrictive settings (e.g., adoptive homes, 
group homes).

Concept papers in this area should 
outline approaches to two or more of the 
following concerns:

(1) Sensitizing service providers to the 
cultures of minority communities and 
the attitudes of these communities 
toward severely .disabled persons;

(2) Assisting service providers to 
develop systems for providing a 
spectrum of treatment and services 
essential to appropriate community 
placement of minority developmentally 
disabled children and adults, 
particularly institutionalized persons 
and those who are geographically 
isolated; and

(3) Developing self-help skills within 
minority communities for accessing 
services essential to the appropriate 
placement of minority developmentally 
disabled persons. Again, emphasis 
should be on placing institutionalized 
and geographically isolated 
developmentally disabled persons.

HDS places special priority on 
concepts which show promise for the 
development of program models for

assisting service providers and minority 
consumers to collaborate on increasing 
appropriate community placement sfor 
minority developmentally disabled 
persons.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $300,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 

Three.

Priority Area 10.4 Service 
Coordination and Case Management

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing strategies for meeting 
the long term care Heeds of adult and 
aging developmentally disabled persons 
in community-based programs, utilizing 
services coordination technologies to 
access generic resources. All too 
frequently, case managers rely on 
existing categorical service systems (i.e., 
disability or age-specific) when the 
needs of their clients could be better met 
by gaining access to broader generic 
human services.

Broadening the range of service 
options often complicates the service 
coordination process since multiple 
funding, regulatory, and/or operating 
authorities become involved. The 
potential role for advanced 
communications technologies in 
facilitating service coordination in a 
multi-agency service delivery system 
has not been adequately explored.

The purpose of this area is to solicit 
concept papers that would devise and 
test new models for the coordination 
and delivery of service to 
developmentally disabled persons in 
need of long term care. This objective 
can be achieved through concept papers 
which focus on: (1) identification of 
variations in effective service 
coordination methodologies and service 
costs between urban and rural 
environments; (2) development of 
models of service coordination which 
are predicated on generic services and 
non-categorical client populations; and
(3) application of advanced 
communications technologies in 
facilitating service coordination in multi
agency service delivery systems with 
multiple sponsors.

These activities are intended to result 
in the development of new approaches 
to meeting the needs of adult and aging 
developmentally disabled persons 
without necessitating the establishment 
of a broad range of new services 
specific only to that population. 
Particular emphasis will be placed on 
concept papers which focus on 
integration and coordination of existing 
generic as well as categorical service 
programs.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $500,000.
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Number o f  Projects to b e  Funded: 
Three.

Priority Area 10.5 Development and 
Implmentation of a System for the 
Control and use of Head Start Cost Data

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing the development and 
implementation of a system for local 
grantees for the control and use of Head 
Start cost data. Concept papers should 
address:

(1) Adaptation of other human 
services cost analysis techniques for a 
Head Start cost analysis system;

(2) Selection of a representative 
national random sample of Head Start 
Programs whose accounting procedures 
can be reviewed in light of the cost 
analysis system mentioned in 1 above;

(3) Actual data collection procedures 
for sample Head Start programs to test 
the cost analysis system revisions;

(4) Analysis of collected data reports 
on cost analysis and final instrument 
revisions;

(5} Development of self-instructional 
materials that can be used by local 
grantees to implement the cost system; 
and

(6) Development of recommendations 
for transfer of cost analysis techniques 
to all Head Start grantees.

Approxim ate D ollar Amount: $500,000.
Number o f  Projects to b e  Funded:

One.
Priority Area 10.6 National Adoption 
Information Exchange System

The purpose of an adoption exchange 
is to facilitiate this wider search, at a 
State or regional level to bring together 
agencies with special needs children, 
and families who are interested in and 
capable of adopting these children.

In addition, an exchange acts as a 
catalyst in the geographic area it serves 
by helping the placement agencies better 
meet the adoptive needs of these 
children, recruit appropriate families 
and achieve adoption practices which 
have the most promise of providing 
successful adoptive placement.

The total network of exchange across 
the country, and the totality of their 
efforts to facilitate the placement of 
special needs children, is the adoption 
information exchange system.

The purpose of this priority area is to 
request concept papers that suggest 
innovative alternatives to long term 
Federal support for specialized 
consultation, training and technical 
assistance to the local, State and 
regional exchanges to help them achieve 
their maximum potential as a system, 
and thus their maximum contribution to 
the placement of waiting special needs 
children.

In responding to this concept priority, 
special consideration should be given to 
whether as part of this project there 
should be included Federal funding for a 
National Adoption Exchange as part of 
the network of the exchange system, 
and if so in what form, for what 
purposes and for what duration.

Approxim ate D ollar Amount: $350,000.
Number o f  Projects to  b e  Funded:

One.
Priority Area 10.7 Consolidation of 
Regional Resource Centers on Children, 
Youth Services

Over the past several years the 
Children’s Bureau has funded a series of 
regional resource centers which have 
focused on particular areas of child 
welfare: A resource center in child 
abuse and neglect has been funded in 
each region, beginning in 1974, and 
additional regional centers on adoption 
and on child welfare training were 
added in 1979. These Centers have 
worked collaboratively with States, and 
the public and private/voluntary 
sectors, to provide information, training 
and technical assistance. These 
programs have demonstrated the 
usefulness of having a specialized 
Center serving a multi-state area by 
providing the State with immediate 
access to resources and expertise, as 
well as to the benefits o f direct, 
collaborative relationships which enable 
States to participate fully in the setting 
of priorities for the work of the Centers.

The purpose of this priority area is to 
expand the concept of the child welfare 
regional resource center to encompass 
broader child and youth services 
assistance to the States. Concept papers 
should address how the existing 
resource centers can be consolidated 
into one regionwide operation capable 
of providing support to States in the 
areas of adoption, abuse, neglect, child 
welfare training and related service 
areas. Concept papers should describe 
how the centers would work 
collaboratively with the States in their 
region in those areas where States are in 
greatest need of assistance, how non- 
Federal support would be obtained, and 
for what duration Federal funds should 
be provided.

Concept papers should reflect:
(1) Sensitivity to creating a strong link 

between regional resource center 
activities and priority children and 
youth goals and objectives of the States.

(2) Sensitivity to and leadership 
involvement of minority populations.

(3) Sensitivity to and leadership 
involvement of parental organizations 
(such as Parents Anonymous, Adoptive 
Parent and Foster Parent organizations) 
and other family oriented organizations

such as Family Service Association of 
America, National Council on Family 
Relations, and American Association of 
Home Economists.

Priority consideration will be given to 
concepts involving regionwide consortia 
of States with the broad involvement of 
private and voluntary agencies and 
emphasis on state-to-state, community- 
to-community transfer approaches.

Approxim ate D ollar Amount: 
$3,500,000.

Number o f  Projects to b e  Funded: Ten.

Priority Area 10.8 Economic 
Development Strategy

A considerable body of knowledge 
has been developed on ways to 
stimulate local, community-based 
economic development.

HDS wants to receive concept papers 
from organizations involved in research 
in the area of community economic 
development. Concept papers should 
address: (1) Alternative approaches for 
National administration of economic 
development grants and loan funds; and 
(2) utilization of economic development 
resources by States to prevent or reduce 
social welfare problems. These papers 
could include such non-traditional 
approaches as administration of the 
funds by a Foundation; by a consortium 
of corporations with a track record for 
investment in low income 
neighborhoods; by a quasi-public 
corporation along the lines of a turnpike 
authority; or through direct grants to 
different administrative entities 
authorized by the separate States.

It is anticipated that these concept 
papers will review the state-of-the-art in 
economic development drawing on 
relevant experience from developing 
nations and related knowledge bases in 
designing program and strategies 
appropriate to differential patterns of 
community resources and population 
characteristics. The knowledge gained 
through these concepts should provide 
ideas for more systematic use of 
economic development resources by 
State and local governments, and Indian 
tribes.

A pproxim ate D ollar Amount: $250,000.
Number o f  Projects to b e  Funded:

One.
The purpose of this next set of 

concept papers is to formulate 
innovative program and managerial 
techniques to implement a community 
level system of services that links Head 
Start and other child care development 
activities to schools, health agencies, 
and other private and public social 
service systems.
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Priority Area 10.9 Head Start Linkages

HDS solicits concept papers which (1) 
present new methods to identify, 
develop and test exemplary models of 
linkages between Head Start/other child 
care and development programs and 
health delivery systems at the 
community level, including participation 
in State and Federally supported health 
programs, (e.g., Medicaid, Early and 
Periodic Screening, Diagnosis and 
Treatment), as well as models of 
linkages with the private health care 
sector (medical, dental, mental health 
societies and training programs); (2) 
suggest innovative ways to establish 
effective linkages between local Head 
Start programs and other child care and 
development and the local school 
system in order to implement a 
developmentally appropriate sequenced 
educational program from preschool 
through the elementary grades; and (3) 
suggest ways to assist local Head Start 
programs and other child care and 
development programs to establish 
effective linkages with State, county and 
local governmental as well as private 
social service systems and other day 
care and child care projects in order to 
facilitate coordinated acquisition of 
crisis intervention and other social 
services for children and their families. •

Approxim ate D ollar Am ount: 
$1,350,000.

N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 
Three.

Priority Area 10.10 Head Start 
Technology Transfer: Children and 
Family Development Demonstrations 
Program

HDS solicits concept papers that 
present innovative strategies that will 
identify, refine and test approaches to 
community based, family focused child 
development that lend themselves to 
ongoing local support. The ultimate goal 
of this effort is to develop and transfer 
effective approaches and technologies to 
the broad Head Start and child care 
community.

Concept papers should present new 
program models that emphasize the 
provision of services focused on low 
income families, with emphasis on the 
prenatal period through age eight.

Concept papers should build upon and 
extend other existing models of early 
childhood and family development 
services.

Approxim ate D olla r Am ount: 
$2,500,000.

Num ber o f Projects to be Funded:
Five.

Priority Area 10.11 Support to 
Demonstration Sites

HDS solicits concept papers on 
innovative ways to provide support for 
the Child and Family Development 
Demonstration Program described in 
priority area 10.10. Concept papers 
should be concerned with (a) assisting 
the demonstration communities in 
conceptualizing and implementing their 
program; and (b) documenting project 
results and preparing other materials in 
a form suitable for technology transfer 
for Head Start programs, day care and 
other early childhood programs, and to 
State and local agencies responsible for 
early childhood and family development 
programs.

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount: $250,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded:

One.

Priority Area 10.12 Redirection of the 
Head Start Basic Educational Skills 
Project (BES)

HDS solicits concept papers that 
suggest innovative ways to refine, 
modify and document four BES program 
elements: (1) Curriculum,- (2) Parent 
InvolvemenV (3) Teacher Attitudes and 
Behavior and (4) Continuity, which 
constitutes the Basic Educational Skills 
Project.

The BES Project was designed as a 
Head Start experimental longitudinal 
study in F Y 1978-79. Currently fifteen 
communities across the nation are 
participating. This effort represents a 
collaboration between local Head Start 
programs and Public Schools to develop 
and test a variety of educational 
strategies to enhance school 
achievement of children of low income 
families.

HDS is interested in receiving concept 
papers which present new strategies for 
the conversion of the BES Project from 
an experimental program to an 
operational effort.

To support the BES redirection efforts, 
HDS is interested in how preapplicants 
would initiate BES technology transfer 
activities. Concept papers should also 
consider “turnkey” operations as a 
means to augment BES principles and 
practices through joint coordinated 
efforts which demonstrate the processes 
to be emulated at local levels between 
Head Start and local schools.

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount: $650,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: Two 

(One project to disseminate BES results 
to Head Start Grantees, approximately 
$400,000, and one project on BES efforts 
in Elementary Schools at an 
approximate cost of $250,000).

Priority Area 10.13 Child Care
HDS is interested in reviewing 

concept papers which address priority 
needs of States, private and voluntary 
agencies in the area of child care.

Child day care has become an 
increasingly vital element in American 
family life. It is estimated that 9 out of 
10 households with children under the 
age of 14 (42 million children) use some 
form of child day care. While the need 
for this care steadily grows State, local 
and private delivery mechanisms are 
straining to meet the current demand 
with the kinds of day care services that 
parents and communities desire for their 
children.

Concept papers are requested which 
address:

—Assistance to States in the 
identification and utilization of sound 
operational models that best practices 
for program development, 
implementation and management, and 
enhancing the well-being of children.

—Assistance to private and voluntary 
agencies in exploring and developing 
innovative alternative approaches in 
day care delivery, resource and referral, 
staff training, systems development, etc., 
for meeting the child care needs of 
working parents.

—Assistance to private and voluntary 
agencies in identifying, developing and 
testing innovative approaches to 
meeting the child care needs of families 
with Head Start children (e.g., linkages 
with community day care centers, 
linkages with family day care homes 
and the use of Head Start facilities for 
“after school” child care).

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount: $800,000
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 

Three or Four
Priority Area 10.14 Mental Health 
Services for Undeserved Populations

The preapplicant should be aware 
that discussions have been held with the 
National Institute of Mental Health 
(MIMH), with the intent of negotiating 
an interagency agreement to adddress 
this issue.

HDS/NIMH anticipate concept papers 
addressing the issue of services 
coordination with mental health 
programs for underserved populations 
within this area. The focus of these 
concept papers should be on the 
dissemination of information that would 
increase coordination and utilization of 
mental health services by 
disadvantaged or underserved 
populations, including the elderly, 
Native Americans (American Indians, 
Alaskan Natives, and Native 
Hawaiians), adolescents (including
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juvenile offenders), neglected or abused 
children and their families, and the 
developmentally disabled.

The concept papers should describe 
an approach to establishing a process by 
which the dissemination of information 
will assist respective networks of 
administrators, planners, and providers 
concerned with these diverse population 
groups and those employed in the 
mental health service area to work 
collaboratively to reduce or eliminate 
current barriers to mental health 
services.

Concept papers should propose 
techniques for sharing exemplary 
approaches and related information 
with the respective networks to promote 
greater interaction between providers in 
the mental health arena and 
professionals working with these other 
population groups. Optimally, such 
techniques should be transferable to all 
these population groups.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $380,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: 

Three.
Priority Area 10.15 State Developmental 
Disabilities Resources Allocation 
Processes

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing the identification of 
best practices in resource allocation 
utilized by State Developmental 
Disabilities (DD) Planning Councils. In 
light of Shifting national priorities and 
economic realities, efficient resource 
management has assumed more critical 
dimensions.

State DD Planning Councils have had 
responsibility for determining how 
limited formula grant funds can have the 
greatest impact on increasing the 
capacity of human services delivery 
systems to meet the needs of 
developmentally disabled persons. 
Developmentally disabled persons and 
their representatives, private and public 
service providers, and government 
officials, who constitute State Planning 
Councils have relied on a grass roots, 
generic approach to systems level 
decision making. It is anticipated that 
processes used by these Councils in 
allocating resources are applicable to 
broader concerns and can lead to more 
effective resource allocation within a 
generic human service framework.

The purpose of this concept area is to 
develop a strategy that will identify and 
disseminate models of most effective 
resource allocation practices utilized by 
State DD Planning Councils. This 
objective can be achieved through 
papers which focus on: ( !)  Analyses of 
State Council resource allocation 
procedures; (2) inventories of State 
procedures to promote transfer of

technology among the States; (3) 
identification of Federal and State 
Statutory and regulatory constraints on 
rational resource allocation; and J4) 
development of potential options to 
alleviate those constraints.

Approxim ate D olla r Am ount: $300,000.
N um ber o f Project to be Funded: Two 

or Three.
Priority Area 10.16 Employment 
Opportunities for Older People

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing general issues that 
impact on employment opportunities for 
older people. The focus of concept 
papers in this area would be on ways to 
increase employment opportunities for 
the elderly in private industry.

A pproxim ate D o lla r Am ount: $200,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: One 

of Two.
Priority Area 10.17 Employer-Based 
Family Support

The changing social and economic 
conditions of this country have 
produced an unprecedented demand for 
child care services—a demand which 
the present social service structure is 
unable to meet. There has been a 
substantial increase in interest among 
corporations, trade unions, businesses 
and others in the private sector to find 
ways for better supporting the families 
who make up the nation’s work force.

HDS is requesting concept papers that 
present strategies for developing new 
sources of family support for working 
parents through supportive family 
policies and practices such as 
innovative personnel policies, employee 
benefits, work conditions supportive to 
working parents, cooperatives and 
employer-affiliated community 
programs. Emphasis will be placed on 
innovative models for assisting parents 
in obtaining and maintaining adequate 
child care arrangements, and on the 
benefits to employers from family- 
oriented practices (for example, reduced 
turnover and absenteeism, increased 
productivity).

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount: $300,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: One 

or Two.
Priority Area 10.18 Gerontology Career 
Preparation Program

In the past, the Federal Government 
has supported higher education training 
of persons for careers of service and 
leadership in aging. This effort has 
stimulated or supported the initiation of 
many new gerontology programs. The 
time has come to shift this program to a 
partnership mode. This partnership is 
the be characterized by development of 
multiple public and private sources of

support for viable, quality aging 
programs in institutions of higher 
educatioin and by increased working 
relationships with State and Area 
Agencies on Aging and other public and 
private organizations. By means of this 
partnerships the ultimate objective of 
this program is to enhance the quality of 
the service system for older persons by 
better training of the personnel who 
staff it. The focus of this program 
remains as the educational and 
specialized training of persons for 
careers of leadership and service in 
aging.

HDS requests concepts paper from 
academic institutions that suggest 
innovative instructional programs. 
Institutions submitting preapplications 
must have established viable academic 
program^ in aging with a majority of 
faculty in aging who are supported by 
“hard money” or are in tenure track 
positions. The institutions must be 
willing to offer a 30 percent cash match. 
Institutions are particularly encouraged 
to seek private sector support for this 
match. The institution must also have or 
establish strong efforts to place the 
graduates of supported programs and 
must demonstrate that their graduates 
are employable in the current labor 
market. In keeping with the President’s 
policy of support of minority institutions 
and the Older Americans Act emphasis 
on training of minority individuals, 
minority institutions are particularly 
encouraged to apply for support under 
this program.

Preapplicants must suggest activities 
that will develop and implement 
instructional programs in their own 
institution of higher education.
Activities which may be supported 
include the development of innovative 
gerontological curricula, and 
instructional materials, development 
and support of faculty to teach in the 
programs, partial student support for 
those with demonstrated financial need 
as determined by the institution (not to 
exceed one third of total project costs), 
support for training of post-doctoral 
minority research associates, and the 
provision of administrative and other 
support services to the program 
including administrative oversight, 
supervision of field practice, placement 
services for graduates, and development 
of linkages with Older Americans Act 
programs and agencies through 
consultation and continuing education.

The partnership with State and Area 
Agencies could be addressed in several 
ways. These agencies could be involved 
in die curriculum planning and design in 
order to insure the relevance of the 
training program to the actual needs of
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the service system. An element of such 
academic programs should be practical 
or field interships in Aging Network 
agencies, especially for students 
receiving financial support. Finally, the 
programs should make a strong effort to 
recruit students from the Aging Network 
and its programs and give such students 
consideration for financial assistance 
when needed.

Concept papers will also be supported 
when they propose innovative joint 
efforts of State Agencies and academic 
gerontology programs to develop 
educational certification standards and 
related training programs in institutions 
of higher education for staff State and 
Area Agencies on Aging. A key purpose 
of this support is to address the problem 
of the higher turnover rate among 
personnel of the Aging Network by 
assisting innovative activities which 
contribute to the development of career 
ladders.

A pproxim ately D olla r Am ount: 
$2,600,000.

Num ber o f  Projects to be Funded: 
Thirty-six; three of these will involve 
joint preapplications of State Agencies 
on Aging and academic institutions for 
certification standard development and 
training to staff of State and Area 
Agencies on Aging; the remaining thirty- 
three projects will be divided as 
follows:’

• Two and four year institutions 
(especially those emphasizing 
paraprofessional training}*—15 awards.

• Institutions offering graduate and 
professional school programs—18 
awards.

Priority Area 10.19 Delivery System 
Improvements to the Developmentally 
Disabled, Immigrants, Refugees, 
Migrants, and Urban Indians of All 
Ages.

HDS would like to review concept 
papers addressing the improvement of 
the delivery of services for 
developmentally disabled immigrants, 
refugees, migrants, and urban Indians of 
all ages.

In these concept papers, all relevant 
existing agencies will be urged to 
collaborate in appropriately assisting 
clients and their families. The concepts 
should suggest innovative ways to 
reduce administrative and financial 
waste; permit State, local, and municipal 
control while utilizing the greatest 
amount of socio-psychological, 
educational, vocational, and other 
healing art services to assist these 
individuals and their families to meet 
vocational and educational needs. The 
concepts should present strategies to 
maximize the collaborative efforts of the 
agencies; increase the linkages between

the various professional and voluntary 
network systems; and focus the joint 
efforts and resources of pertinent 
Federal agencies (ADD, AoA, ACYF, 
ANA, Public Health Services and Indian 
Health Service! on the problems of the 
developmentally disabled immigrants, 
refugees, migrants, and urban Indians.

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount: $150,000.
N um ber o f Projects to be Funded:

One.
Area 11 Alternative Public Initiatives 

Priority Area 11.1 Public Innovations
HDS would like to review concept 

papers initiated by the public for 
projects that are relevant to HDS goals 
but are not identified in Areas 1 through 
10 above.

A pproxim ate D olla r Am ount:
$ 1,000,000.

N um ber o f Projects to be Funded: Ten. 
Eligible Entities

Any State, public or other nonprofit 
organization or agency may submit 
concept papers under this 
announcement, including, but not 
limited to, State Administering Agencies 
for Developmental Disabilities Basic 
State Grant Programs, Protection and 
Advocacy Offices, State and Area 
Agenices on Aging, Indian Tribes, and 
Title XX Single State Agencies.

Concept papers jointly developed by 
State and local community multiprogram 
social services agencies, foundations, 
and universities are also encouraged in 
order to promote a comprehensive 
approach to complex issues involved in 
developing and administering social 
services programs.

“For-profit” organizations are not 
eligible p er se  but are also encouraged 
to submit concept papers as 
subscontractors to eligible applicants 
described above. Appropriate HDS 
discretionary funding authorities will be 
used to fund projects, depending on the 
nature of the concept involved.

Available Funds
The Office Human Development 

Services expects to award up to 
$35,000,000 in F Y 1982 and up to 
$5,000,000 in the first quarter of FY 1983 
for new grants and cooperative 
agreements funded under multiple 
discretionary funds authorities.

A n n o u n c e m e n t  S u m m a r y

Programs Fiscal year 1982 
funds

$3,750,000
12,655,000
6,670,000

285,000

•  ACYF/Child welfare..............................

•  ANA...................................................

A n n o u n c e m e n t  S u m m a r y — Continued

Programs Fiscal year 1982 
funds

•  ADD.............................. 2.500.000
8.600.000*  HDS..................

$34,470,000

A new grant or cooperative agreement 
is the initial grant or cooperative 
agreement made in support of a project 
requested on an application.

It is expected that approximately 130 
new awards will be made pursuant to 
this announcement. The size of each 
award is expected to range from $50,000 
to $400,000 per year with the average 
award expected to be $200,000. Actual 
figures may vary widely and eligible 
applicants requiring smaller awards 
should also apply. Generally, projects 
will be supported for periods from one - 
to two years. However, projects of less 
than 18 months duration are encouraged.

Project startup dates will vary from 
January 29,1982 through December 31, 
1982. The funds provided in the initial 
award will sustain the budget for the 
first budget period of the project.
Support for any additional time 
remaining in the project period depends 
on available funds, the grantee’s 
satisfactory performance on the project 
for which the awards was made, and the 
best interests of the Government.
1 . Preapplication P rocess

Preapplication forms, Standard Form 
424, pages 1-4, are reprinted below in 
this announcement for your 
convenience. We suggest that you copy 
page 1 and then type your application on 
the copy. Blank paper may be used for 
Form 424, Section IV, page 2, if 
necessary. Follow the “Special 
Instructions” which are also reprinted 
below.

Special Instructions for filling out 
Standard Form 424 Part I (Standard 
Form 424, Page 1)

Follow the General Instructions and 
Applicant Procedures for Section I, on 
Standard Form 424, page 3. Complete 
items number 1-8, 22 and 23 only. D o not 
complete items 9-21, or 24-38.

(1) Prepare a concept paper about the 
research, demonstration, evaluation, 
training, technical assistance or 
technology transfer project you want to 
undertake in response to this 
announcement.

(2) Your paper must be structured in 
the following framework using no more 
than 13 double spaced typewritten [8V2"  
X 11") pages with one inch margins on 
both sides of the text (excluding pages 
necessary to complete organizational 
capability section).
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a. Purpose and need. What do you 
want to do, and why is it important?

b. R elevance. Why would HDS or one 
of its agencies, Administration on Aging, 
Administration on Developmental 
Disabilities, Administration for 
Children, Youth and Families, 
Administration for Native Americans, 
Office of Policy Development, or Office 
of Program Coordination and Review, 
want to help you carry out a project 
based on your concept?

c. Approach. How would your concept 
be carried out? Describe and discuss the 
existing state-of-the-art with respect to 
your project concept. Discuss the 
alternative procedures to be used to 
address the issues raised by the 
concept. Indicate appropriate research 
strategies, demonstration designs, 
evaluation techniques, training

curriculum, etc., to be undertaken.
d. Participants. What kinds of 

participants, e.g., private sector 
corporate staff, statisticians, local social 
workers, State program Administrators, 
Area Aging Agency staff, respondents or 
subjects would be involved in the 
project?

e. L e v el o f effort. Describe the 
resources needed to carry out the 
project. What would be required in 
terms of staff, money, facilities and time, 
to complete the project as envisioned?
Format

Part IV containing the concept paper must 
be prepared as follows:

A. Cover Sheet
The cover sheet must show the following:
(1) Title of Concept Paper
(2) HDS Priority Area #------------ . (Also

insert the Priority Area Number in item 7 of

page 1, Form 424, with the title.)
(3) Participant(s) Name 
Applicant:
Subcontractor(s) (if any):
(4) Author(s) Name(s)

B. Title Page
The title page will be plain white bond 

paper with the title of the concept paper, and 
the identity of the applicant, which must 
appear in the upper right hand corner.

C. Narrative
Each narrative page will be on plain white 

paper with the identity of the applicant in the 
upper right comer.

Each page will be numbered, starting with 
page 1.

The total number of pages will also be 
indicated on each page. The numbering 
system will be, for example, page 1 of 13, 
page 2 of 13,.  . . . page 13 of 13.

BILLING CO DE 4130-01-M
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b. APPLICANT - .00
e. STATE .00
d. LOCAL .00
a. OTHER .00
f. TOTAL $ .00

Y ea r m onth day

33. ACTION DATE»- 19

34. Y ea r m onth day
STARTING
DATE 19

35. CONTACT FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMA
TION (Afame and telephone n um b er)

36. Y ea r m onth day
ENDING
DATE 19
37. REMARKS ADDED 

□  Yas Q N o

38.
f e d e r a l  a g e n c y  
A-95 ACTION

a. In taking above action, any comments received from clearinghouses were con
sidered. If agency response is due under provisions of Part 1, OMB Circular A-95, 
it has bean or is being made.

b. FEDERAL AGENCY A-95 OFFICIAL 
(N a m e and telephone n o .)

563 7 7

STANDARD FORM 424  FASE 1 (10-75) 
P r escribed by OSA, F ed o n i Management Circular Tt-7
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SECTION IV—REM ARKS ( Please re feren ce  the proper item n um ber from  Sections I, I I  or III , i f  applicable)

BILUNG CODE 4130-01-C STANDARD FORM 424 PAGE 2 (10-75)
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General Instructions

This is a multi-purpose standard form.
First, it will be used by applicants as a 
required facesheet for pre-applications and 
applications submitted in accordance with 
Federal Management Circular 74-7. Second, it 
will be used by Federal agencies to report to 
Clearinghouses on major actions taken on 
applications reviewed by clearinghouses in 
accordance with OMB Circular A-95. Third, it 
will be used by Federal agencies to notify 
States of grants-in-aid awarded in 
accordance with Treasury Circular 1082. 
Fourth, it may be used, on an optional basis, 
as a notification of intent from applicants to 
clearinghouses, as an early initial notice that 
Federal assistance is to be applied for 
(clearinghouse procedures will govern).

Applicant Procedures fo r Section I
Applicant will complete all items in Section 

I. If an item is not applicable, write “NA". If 
additional space is needed, insert an asterisk 

and use the remarks section on the back 
of the form. An explanation follows for each 
item:

1. Mark appropriate box. Pre-application 
and application guidance is in FMC 74-7 and 
Federal agency program instructions. 
Notification of intent guidance is in Circular 
A-95 2nd procedures from clearinghouse. 
Applicant will not use “Report of Federal 
Action” box.

2a. Applicant’s own control number, if 
desired.

2b. Date Section I is prepared.
3a. Number assigned by State 

clearinghouse, or if delegated by State, by 
areawide clearinghouse. All requests to 
Federal agencies must contain this identifier 
if the program is covered by Circular A-95 
and required by or applicable State/areawide 
clearinghouse procedure. If in doubt, consult 
your clearinghouse.

3b. Date applicant notified of clearinghouse 
identifier.

4a-4h. Legal name of applicant/recipient, 
name of primary organizational unit which 
will undertake the assistance activity, 
complete address of applicant, and name and 
telephone number of person who can provide 
further inforamtion about this request.

5. Employer identification number of 
applicant as assigned by internal Revenue 
Service.

6a. Use Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance number assigned to program 
under which assistance is requested. If more 
than one program (e.g., jointfunding) write 
“multiple” and explain in remarks. If 
unknown, cite Public Law of U.S. Code.

6b. Program title from Federal Catalog. 
Abbreviate if necessary.

7. Brief title and appropriate description of 
project. For notification of intent, continue in 
remarks section if necessary to convey 
proper description.

8. Mostly self-explanatory. “City” includes 
town, township or other municipality.

9. Check the type(s) of assistance 
requested. The definitions of the terms are:

A. Basic Grant. An original request for 
Federal funds. This would not include any 
contribution provided under a supplemental 
grant

B. Supplemental Grant. A request to 
increase a baisc grant in certain cases where 
the eligible applicant cannot supply the 
required matching share of the basic Federal 
program (e.g., grants awarded by the 
Appalachian Regional Commission to provide 
the applicant a matching share).

C. Loan. Self explanatory.
D. Insurance. Self explanatory.
E. Other. Explain on remarks page.
10. Governmental unit where significant 

and meaningful impact could be observed.
List only largest unit or untis affected, such 
as State, county, or city. If entire unit 
affected, list it rather than subunits.

11. Estimated number of persons directly 
benefiting from project.

12. Use appropriate code letter. Definitions 
are:

A. New. A submittal for the first time for a 
new project.

B. Renewal. An extension for an additional 
funding/budget period for a project having no 
projected completion date, but for which 
Federal support must be renewed each year.

C. Revision. A modficiation to project 
nature or scope which may result in funding 
change (increase or decrease).

D. Continuation. An extension for an 
additional funding/budget period for a 
project the agency initially agreed to fund for 
a definite number of years.

E. Augmentation. A requirement for 
additional funds for a project previously 
awarded funds in the same funding/budget 
period. Project nature and scope unchanged.

13. Amount requested or to be contributed 
during the first funding/budget period by 
each contributor. Value of in-kind 
contributions will be included. If the action is 
a change in dollar amount of an existing 
grant (a revision or augmentation), indicate 
only the amount of the change. For decreases 
enclose the amount in parenthese. If both 
basic and supplemental amounts are 
included, breakout in remarks. For mutliple 
program funding, use totals and show 
program breakouts in remarks. Item 
definitions: 13a, amount requested from 
Federal Government; 13b, amount applicant 
will contribute; 13c, amount from State, if 
applicant is not a State; 13d, amount from 
local government, if applicant is not a local 
government; 13e, amount from any other 
sources, explain in remarks.

14a. Self explanatory.
14b. The district(s) where most of actual 

work will be accomplished. If city-wide or 
State-wide, covering several districts, write 
“city-wide" or “State-wide.”

15. Complete only for revisions (item 12c), 
or augmentations (item 12e).

16. Approximate date project expected to 
begin (usually associated with estimated date 
of availability of funding).

17. Estimated number of months to 
complete project after Federal funds are 
available.

18. Estimated date preapplication/ 
application will be submitted to Federal 
agency if this project requires clearinghouse 
review. If review not required, this date 
would usually be same as date in item 2b.

19. Existing Federal identification number 
if this is not a new request and directly 
relates to a previous Federal action.
Otherwise write “NA”.

20. Indicate Federal agency to which this 
request is addressed. Street address not 
rquired, but do use ZIP.

21. Check appropriate box as to whether 
Section IV of form contains remarks and/or 
additional remarks are attached.

Additional copies of this 
announcement are available from the 
Regional Office contacts listed below. 
Copies of this announcement are also 

. available from the following individuals 
(All written requests should contain a 
self-addressed mailing label to facilitate 
a prompt response):
John Skinner, Administration on Aging,

Office of Research, Demonstrations and 
Evaluation, Room 4760—North, 330 
Independence Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20201.

John Busa, Administration on Children,
Youth, and Families, Division of Planning, 
Management and Policy Control, Room 
5819—Donohoe Building, 400 6th Street, 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20201.

Ed Shealy, Administration on Native 
Americans, Division of Research, 
Demonstrations and Evaluation, Room 
5300—North, 330 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20201.

Roland Queene, Administration on 
Developmental Disabilities, Division of 
Program Development and Demonstrations, 
Room 3644—North, 330 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20201. 

Sylvia Vela, Office of Policy Coordination 
and Review, Division of Special Projects, 
Room 316-E—HHH, 200 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20201. 

David Fairweather, Office of Policy 
Development, Division of Research and 
Demonstrations, Room 732E.2—HHH, 200 
Independence Avenue, SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20201.

Acknowledgement of receipt of your 
preapplication will be made if you fill 
out the following information and 
include it with a self-addressed stamped 
envelope:

• Name of program director
• Title of coficept paper
• Priority area
2. Subm ission . In order to be 

considered for a grant or cooperative 
agreement, required documents must be 
submitted by the closing date. The 
appropriate priority area number m ust 
be used on all concept papers and 
correspondence which relate to 
proposed projects. The priority area 
number m ust be entered with the title of 
the concept paper in item 7, on page 1 of 
Standard Form 424.

In addition, preapplicants must submit 
five copies to their Regional OHDS 
Office for distribution to the Regional 
Administrator and Regional Program 
Director on Developmental Disabilities, 
Children, Youth and Families and 
Native Americans. Regional ̂ Office 
addresses are as follows:
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Regional Administrators, OHDS 
Region I—Boston, (617) 223-3236: Dr. Kenton 

A. Williams, Regional Administrator, 
OHDS, John F. Kennedy Federal Bldg., 
Boston, MA 02203.

Region II—New York, (212) 264-1487: Mr.
John F. Devine, Regional Administrator, 
OHDS, 2,6 Federal Plaza, New York, NY 
10007.

Region III—Philadelphia, (215) 596-6818: Mr. 
William A. Crunk, Regional Administrator, 
OHDS, P.O. Box 13716, Philadelphia, PA 
19101.

Region IV—Atlanta, (404) 221-2398: Mr. 
Bryant Tudor, Regional Administrator, 
OHDS, 101 Marietta Tower, Atlanta, GA 
30323.

Region V—Chicago, (312) 353-8322: Mr. Lemm 
Allen, Regional Administrate^, OHDS, 300 
South Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL 60606. 

Region VI—Dallas, (214) 729-4540: Mr. 
William Acosta, Regional Administrator, 
OHDS, 1200 Main Tower Bldg., 14th Floor, 
Dallas, TX 75202.

Region VII—Kansas City, (816) 758-5175: Ms. 
Linda J. Carson, Regional Administrator, 
OHDS, 601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City, MO 
64106.

Region VIII—Denver, (303) 837-2622: Dr. 
Arlene V. Sutton, Regional Administrator, 
OHDS, Federal Office Bldg., Rm. 10021,
1961 Stout Street, Denver, CO 80202.

Region IX—San Francisco, (415) 556-4027: 
Mrs. Lucy H. Ellison, Regional 
Administrator, OHDS, 50 United Nations 
Plaza, San Francisco, CA 94102.

Region X—Seattle, (206) 442-2430: Mr.
Edward Singler, Regional Administrator, 
OHDS, 1321 Second Avenue, Seattle, WA  
98101.

If preapplicants are applying for funds 
from the Administration on Aging, they 
should simultaneously send a copy to 
the Regional Program Directors on Aging 
as follows:
AoA Regional Program Directors
Region I—Boston, (617) 223-1880: Frank 

Ollivierre, John F. Kennedy Federal Bldg., 
Room 2007, Boston, Massachusetts 02203. 

Region II—New York, (212) 264-4592: Judith 
Rackmill, 26 Federal Plaza, Room 4149, 
Broadway & Worth Streets, New York,
New York 10007.

Regional III—Philadelphia, (215) 596-6892: 
Paul E. Ertel, Jr., P.O. Box 13716 (3535 
Market Street), Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
19101.

Region IV—Atlanta, (404) 242-2972: Frank 
Nicholson, 101 Marietta Towers, Suite 901, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30323.

Region V—Chicago, (312) 353-3141: Marian 
Miller, 300 South Wacker Drive, 15th Floor, 
Chicago, Illinois 60606.

Region VI—Dallas, (214) 729-2971: John Diaz, 
1200 Main Tower Building, Room 2060,' 
Dallas, Texas 75201.

Region VII—Kansas City, (816) 758-2955: Ann 
Kennedy, Acting, 610 East 12th Street, 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106.

Region VIII—Denver, (303) 327-2951: Clint 
Hess, Federal Office Building, Room 7430, 
19th & Stout Streets, Denver, Colorado 
80202.

Region IX—San Francisco, (415) 556-6003:
Jack McCarthy, 50 United Nations Plaza,
Room 443, San Francisco, California 94102. 

Region X—Seattle, (206) 399-5341: Chisato
“Chazz” Kawabori, Arcade Plaza Building,
1321 2nd Avenue, Mail Stop 809, Seattle,
Washington 98101.

3. A -9 5  N otification P rocess. The HDS 
Discretionary Funds Program is 
considered a covered program under the 
provision of OMB Circular A-95. 
Applicants for grants—with the 
exception of Indian tribes—must, prior 
to submission of a preapplication, notify 
both the State and Areawide A-95 
Clearinghouse of the intent to apply for 
Federal assistance. If the preapplication 
is for a Statewide project which does 
not affect areawide or local planning or 
programs,only the State clearinghouse 
need be notified. Preapplicants should 
contact the appropriate State 
clearinghouse (listed at 42 FR 2210, 
January 10,1977) for information on how 
they can meet the A-95 requirements.

4. Consideration. The Assistant 
Secretary for Human Development 
Services, Program Commissioners and 
members of the HDS Executive staff 
including Regional Administrators 
determine the action to be taken with 
respect to panel recommendations on 
each preapplication, and the need for 
submission of a full, formal application 
(The Older Americans Act imposes 
certain restrictions with respect to the 
Commissioner’s authority in 
administering programs authorized 
under the Act. All such requirements 
will be met through actions which 
conform to the mandates of the Act).

5. F in a n cia l A ssista n ce. Human 
Development Services Executive staff 
make financial assistance awards 
consistent with the purposes of the 
statutory authorities for the 
discretionary funds program and the 
program announcement within limits of 
Federal funds available. Preference will 
be given to requests for assistance 
where substantial non-Federal funds 
and inkind match will also support the 
effort. The official award document is 
the Notice of Financial Assistance 
Awarded, which sets forth in writing to 
the recipient the amount of funds 
awarded (Under current regulations, 
some HDS discretionary authorities 
require up to a 20 percent match from 
the grantee, and all research grants 
require some match—usually 5 percent), 
the purpose of the award, other terms 
and conditions of the award, the 
effective date of the award, the budget 
period for which support is given, the 
total project period for which support is 
contemplated, and the total recipient 
participation, if any.

Criteria for Review and Evaluation of 
Applications

The competitive review process will 
take place as described below. In Stage 
one (the preapplication stage) HDS will 
request and review concept papers. The 
review panels will be composed of 
Central and Regional Office Federal 
program and technical specialists,
State/local and university experts, and 
other non-government specialists. In 
Stage two (the full formal, application 
stage) those applicants highly ranked by 
the review panel and approved by the 
Executive Staff will be asked to submit 
full formal applications. Stage one has 
criteria which are presented below:

The concept m ust be relevant to the 
goals and/or objectives of HDS and of 
one or more of its agencies. The 
undertaking must be appropriate to the 
purposes of the discretionary funds 
requested. Specifically, preapplicants 
must address the tasks and activities 
related to HDS target populations and 
the particular discretionary resources of 
interest (e.g„ AoA funds must address 
problems of the elderly).

Each concept paper will be evaluated 
according to die following criteria:

(a) The concept must be (20 points):
(1) Innovative
(2) Feasible
(b) The products of the undertaking must 

be (30 points):
(1) Effective
(2) Cost-Beneficial
(3) Useful
(c) The implementation of the concept must 

be (30 points):
(1) Fundable
(2) Significant
(3) Timely
(d) Organizational Capability (20 points).

These criteria are defined as follows:

'Innovative

The state of the art should be 
advanced by the financial assistance 
sought. The concept must also be 
unduplicated in the research, 
demonstration, evaluation, training or 
technology transfer grants currently 
underway. Duplicated activities would 
require substantial justification.

Feasible

The concept must be capable of being 
done. The review panel must conclude 
that the concept is practicable.

Effective

The project gives promise of 
producing measurable results. The 
reviewers must conclude that the 
methods to be tried have a fair chance 
of working—of producing beneficial 
results when used to solve a problem.
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Cost-Beneficial
The expected results must be worth 

the effort and cost that will be incurred. 
They must be “worthwhile,” in the 
judgment of the reviewers. There must 
be sufficient evidence that the results 
will be worth their costs, compared to 
existing practices.
Useful

The results must hold promise of 
being beneficial in attainment of 
predetermined goals or objectives. The 
results must appear likely to be used by 
the grantee and others. When 
implemented, the results of the financial 
assistance must be able to meet a 
recognized client or program need. The 
results may be made available to other 
States, local governments or 
organizations with reasonable 
expectation that they can apply the 
findings to administrative, management, 
and services programs.
Fundable

The reviewers must conclude that 
non-research concepts will lead toward 
programs or services that have a 
reasonable chance for permanent 
funding from other sources. Given future 
budget limitations, the concept must be 
good enough to displace some other 
technique or activity.
Significant

The concept, when eventually put into 
practice must offer some hope of 
substantially reducing program costs or 
increasing program benefits or both. A 
meaningful or important problem must 
be moved closer to solution.
Timely

The time required to effect the results 
of the concept must be reasonable.

Organizational Capability
Evidence of the level of expertise of 

staff of the organization in conducting 
related research, demonstration, 
evaluation, training, technical assistance 
or technology transfer project activities 
is provided. The applicant provides brief 
resumes (two pages each) indicating the 
qualifications of the key staff (or 
position descriptions for anticipated key 
personnel) and identifies how these 
qualifications would enable those 
people to perform their assigned tasks in 
a project in a competent manner. The 
applicant organization has adequate 
facilities and resources to carry out a 
project, and provides evidence in a 
(three page or less) corporate capability 
statement.

After the preapplications are rated by 
the review panels using these criteria,

the HDS Executive staff will select those 
which are highly rated to submit full 
formal applications.

These full, formal applications will be 
either administratively reviewed (when 
only one preapplication is selected in a 
priority area) or may undergo a second 
competitive review by a qualified panel 
(when multiple preapplications are 
selected in a priority area).

Acceptable applications must be 
complete and meet the following 
criteria:

Criteria for Full, Formal Applications 
(Stage Two)

Criterion I: T echnical Approach  (30 
Points)

(A) A well defined and carefully 
worked out technical approach, 
including problem or issue definition 
which, if well executed, is capable of 
achieving the objectives of the project. 
Approach may include: Research 
methodology, demonstration plan, 
design of training programs or other 
appropriate techniques.

(B) Where appropriate, evaluation 
components are described. Evaluation 
data collection and analysis procedures 
are geared to assess the degree to which 
intended objectives are achieved using 
quantitative measures to the maximum 
extent feasible. The evaluation is clearly 
distinguished from activities designed 
primarily for giving project staff 
feedback on their progress toward 
meeting project objectives.

Criterion II: B en eficia l Im pact (10 
Points)

The knowledge, methods, or 
technology developed is such that a 
beneficial impact can be expected on 
human service programs and target 
groups.

Criterion III: Project Im plem entation  
Plan  (25 Points)

(A) The application specifies a sound 
plan for task accomplishment over the 
proposed project period and staff 
loading by task.

(B) The application contains a suitable 
plan for encouraging the use of the 
results of the project by appropriate 
users.

Criterion IV : Staffing and M angem ent 
(25 Points)

(A) The proposed project staff are 
well qualified to carry out the project.

(B) The assignment of responsibilities 
is appropriate to carrying out project 
tasks, including sufficient time of senior 
staff to assure adequate management of 
the project.

(C) The applicant organization'has 
adequate facilities, resources, and 
experience to carry out the tasks of the 
proposed project.

Criterion V : Budget A ppropriateness 
and R easonableness (10 Points)

The proposed budget is commensurate 
with the level of effort needed to 
accomplish the project objectives, and 
that the cost of the project is reasonable 
in relation to the value of the anticipated 
results.

The contribution of any collaborative 
agencies or organizations are assured in 
writing and included with the 
application when it is submitted.

The author(s) for both the 
preapplication and the application must 
be clearly identified together with their 
current relationship to the applicant 
organization and any future project role 
they may have if the application is 
funded.

Closing Dates for Receipt of 
Preapplications

The closing date for receipt of 
preapplications for priorities identified 
in this program announcement is 60 
calendar days from the date of this 
announcement. Full, formal applications 
will be due within 40 days of 
notification of an acceptable 
preapplication. Decisions on 
preapplications will be made within 45 
days of the closing date.

Preapplications may be mailed or 
hand delivered to: Division of Grants 
and Contracts Management, HHS/
Office of Human Development Services, 
Room 1740, HHS-Building, 330 
Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20201, Attention 
13647-821.

Preapplications must be received at 
the above address by the closing date. 
Hand delivered preapplications are 
accepted during the normal working 
horns of 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. A preapplication will be 
considered to be received on time if:

(1) The preapplication was sent by 
registered or certified mail not later than 
the closing date, as evidence by the U.S. 
Postal Service; unless it arrives too late 
to be considered by the independent 
review panel.

(2) The preapplication is received on 
or before the closing date by the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services in Washington, D.C. (In 
establishing the date of receipt, 
consideration will be given to the time 
date stamp of the mailroom or other 
documentary evidence of receipt 
maintained by HHS.)
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Dated: November 10,1981.
Dorcas R. Hardy,
Assistant Secretary fo r Human Development 
Services.
Warren Master,
Acting Commissioner, Administration for 
Children, Youth, and Families.
Francis X. Lynch,
Commissioner, Administration on 
Developmental Disabilities.
Lennie-Marie P. Tolliver,
Commissioner, Administration on Aging.
A. David Lester,
Commissioner, Administration fo r Native 
Americans.
[FR Doc. 81-32979 Filed 11-13-81:8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4130-01-M
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OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET

Cumulative Report on Rescissions and 
Deferrals

November 1,1981.
This report is submitted in fulfillment 

of the requirements of Section 1014(e) of 
the Impoundment Control Act of 1974 
(Pub. L. 93-344). Section 1014(e) provides 
for a monthly report listing all budget 
authority for this fiscal year with respect 
to which, as of the first day of the 
month, a special message has been 
transmitted to the Congress.

This report gives the status as of 
November 1,1981 of two rescission 
proposals and 208 deferrals contained in 
the first four messages of F Y 1982. These 
messages were transmitted to the 
Congress on October 1,20,23, and 29, 
1981.

Rescissions (Table A and Attachment A)
Rescission proposals totaling $88.2 

million are currently pending before the

Congress. Table A summarizes the 
status of rescissions proposed by the 
President as of November 1,1981, while 
Attachment A shows the history and 
status of each rescission proposed 
during FY 1982.

Deferrals (Table B and Attachment B)

As of November 1,1981, $2,617.4 
million in 1982 budget authority was 
being deferred from obligation and 
another $3.4 million in 1982 obligations 
was being deferred from expenditure. 
Attachment B shows the history and 
status of each deferral reported during 
FY 1982.

Information from special messages

The special messages containing 
information on the rescissions and the 
deferrals covered by the cumulative 
report are printed in the Federal 
Registers of:

Friday, October 16,1981 (Part VII, Vol. 46, 
No. 200)

Monday, October 26,1981 (Part IV, Vol. 46, 
No. 206)

Friday, October 30,1981 (Part XI, Vol. 46, 
No. 210)

Tuesday, November 3,1981 (Part III, Vol. 
46, No. 212)

David A. Stockman,
Director.

Table A—Status of 1982 Rescissions

[Amount in millions of dollars]

Rescissions proposed by the President — ......— ,—  88.2
Accepted by the Congress....— -------- ------------ : 0
Rejected by the Congress .......__ ;.— .....— ._____0

Total pending before the Congress_______ _—  88.2

Table B—Status o f  1982 Deferrals

[Amount in mitlions of dollars]

Deferrals proposed by the President................__... 2,627.7
Routine Executive releases (—$6.8 million) 

and adjustments (—$0.1 million)' through
November 1,1981...............................“.—  —6.9

Overturned by the Congress....____________ 0

Total currently before the Congress...... ..... ' 2,620.8

1 This amount includes $3.4 million in outlays for a Depart
ment of the Treasury deferral (D82-23).

Attachments.
BILLING CODE 3110-10-M
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by PLO 6077)......... .......54344 78......................................... 55235

March 6,1981 94........................... .............. 54322
(Revoked by 
PLO 6081).............. .......55265

381........................ .............. 55922

12170 (See Notice 10 CFR
of November Ch. II....................................  54721
12, 1981)......... ....... .......55915 2........................ . .............. 55083

12332........................... ___ 55913 30.......................... .............. 55085
Proclamations: 40.......................... ...............55505
4879.............................. .......54313 1 5 0 ....................... .............. 55085
4880..................................... 54315 707........................ .............. 55507
4881.............................. .......54317 Proposed Rules:
4882.............................. .......54917 Ch. II..................... .............. 54476
4883............................. ....... 56153 Ch. Ill.................... ..............  54476

5 CFR
Ch. X ..................... .............. 54476
19.......................... .............. 54956

Ch. XIV........................ .......56155 20.......................... .............. 55271
330................................ .......55081 50.......................... .............. 54378
831................................ .......54497 71.......................... .............. 55992
890........... 55503, 55679, 55917 205........................ .............. 54499
Proposed Rules: 210........................ .............. 54499
Ch. 1............................. .......55533 212........................ ............ .54499
550....................................... 55119 456........................ ,.54499, 55836

478........................ ...............55628
7 CFR 504........................ ............... 54753
29 ......................................... 56155 508........................ ............... 54753
53.................................. .......54919 516........................ ............... 54378
271 ...................
272 ...................

....... 55083

....... 55083 12 C FR

275............................... ....... 55083 201........................ ............... 55237
277............. ..........................55083 217............ ........... ............... 55237
319........... 54319, 54321 „55235 552..........................54722, 54723
330............................... ........54322 563f...................... ............... 54723
331............................... ........55918 569a..................... ............... 54922
354............................... ........54323 571....................................... 54724
905............................... ........55919 614....................... ..54726, 55085
907............................... ........55680 615..........................55085, 55088
910......................... 55082. 55920 701....................... ............... 55922
928............................... ........54920 721....................... ........... ...55922
981............. ................. ........54921 1204..................... ............... 55507
2852............................. ........54497 Proposed Rules:
3015............................. ........55636 220....................... ............... 55533



ii Federal Register / Vol. 46, No. 220 / M onday, N ovem ber 16, 1981 / R eader Aids

225........................................ 54565
544........................................ 54754
563.........................54566, 54754
563c...................................... 54566
577........................................ 54754

13CFR
121.. ...   55680
Proposed Rules:
Ch. I......... .............  55534

14CFR
11....................   55682
39............54324, 54922, 55238-

55244,56157-56163
71............54325, 54326, 54925-

54928,55685,56165-56167
73...........................................54927
75...................................   54928
91............   54928, 55682
97........................... .54326, 56168
109.. . : ..............................55682
121........................................ 55682
127..................................... ..55682
133.. .................................55682
135........................................ 55682
137...............    55682
139........................................ 55682
183........................................ 55682
205........      54499
294................  54328
296......................   54726
300............   55089
1245......................................54328
Proposed Rules:
Ch. 1.........................54957, 54958
1..................................   56205
25.. .........  54958
39.. ......55273, 56205, 56206
71.......................................... 54961
73.......................................... 55708
75.....................................   54963
39............................. 54381, 54383

15CFR
373........................................ 56169
379........................................ 56169
390........................................ 55508
399...........54930, 55508, 56169

16CFR
13............................ 54931, 54932
1205......................................54932
1301......................................55923
Proposed Rules:
Ch. I........... ...........................54868
13............................. 54756, 54758

17CFR
1....................i......... 54500, 55925
4 .............................................56171
8 ..........................54500, 55925
9 ....................   54500, 55925
15.. ..................... 54500, 55925
16 ..............  54500, 55925
17 ........................54500, 55925
18 ........................54500, 55925
21............................. 54500, 55925
33............................. 54500, 55925
145...........................54500, 55925
147...........................54500, 55925
155...........................54500, 55925
166...........................54500, 55925
180...........................54500, 55925
210...........................54332, 56171

240 ..................................54332, 56171
251........................................ 55510
Proposed Rules:
1............................................54570, 55944
8......  54570, 55944
9. ......................................54570, 55944
15.. .................................. 54570, 55944
16 .................................... 54570, 55944
17 .................................... 54570, 55944
18 .................................... 54570, 55944
21.......   54570, 55944
33............   54570, 55944
145....................................... 54570, 55944
147 ....  .........54570, 55944
155....................................... 54570, 55944
166....................................... 54570, 55944
180......  54570, 55944

18CFR
1 ........................................ 55245
2  ........................................55926
4 Z i :i .~ .  5 5 2 ^ , 55252, 55926,

55944
5.......   55926
16......    55926, 55944
35.................................   55952
131........   55926, 55944
282..............    55253
375.....................    55944
Proposed Rules:
2.............................................55535
4  ....................................  55536
35....................   55535
271........   54384, 55540, 44542
27 3  ............................. .....55542
274 ...... ................... .........55542

19 CFR
10. .    55686
Proposed Rules:
10......... ; ...............................55273
12...........................................55273

20 CFR
679.......   55090
Proposed Rules:
Ch. Ill.........................  55612
404....................................... 54963, 55709

21 CFR
5 .   55090
74.. ...........................   55510
193.......:.............................. 54728, 55511
201........................................ 55512
444........................................ 55091
520.....................   55954
540........................................ 55954
558......................... 54537, 55955, 55956
561......................... 55091, 55092, 55512
1308.............    55688
Proposed Rules:
Ch. 1.......................................55612
145.............................  55994
148 ................................... 55994

22 CFR
41...........................................54729
46.........   55513
223....................„.................55957

23 CFR
Ch. I...................  55253

24 CFR
241 ................................... 54339

Proposed Rules:
15.... ................................ 54571

25 CFR
Proposed Rules:
258...................................55542

26 CFR
5c........................54538, 56148
6a.................................... 55513
22.................................... 54538
26a.............................*....54540
Proposed Rules:
1................... ...................55544

27 CFR
Proposed Rules:
4 .................54963, 55093, 55549
5 ........... 55093, 55549
7..........................55093. 55549

29 CFR
2619.................. ............. 55958
2640.................. ............. 55515
2643................... ............. 55515
Proposed Rules:
Ch. V.................. ............. 55122

30 CFR
Ch. VII................ .....;....... 54495
Proposed Rules:
840..................... ............. 54761
925..................... ............. 54572
926..................... ............. 55275
936.................................. 55275
946..................... ............. 54385

31 CFR
Proposed Rules:
240..................... ............. 54763

32 CFR
114..................... ............. 55689
199.................................. 55515
706............... .................. 55254
806b.................. ............. 54730
Proposed Rules:
Ch. XVI............... ..... ....... 55550
631............... .................. 54964

33 CFR
100..................... ............. 54935
115.:................... ............. 54935
117..................... ............. 54936
128..................... ............. 56181
165.....................„54935, 56183
257..................... ............. 55516
265.................................. 55516
2 6 6 . . ..... ....................... 55516
305.................................. 55516
380..................... ............. 55516
384..................... ............. 55516
Proposed Rules:
117.....................„56207, 56208
161.................................. 54973
165.................... ............. 54973

34 CFR
649..................... ............. 552B5
Proposed Rules:
Subtitle A........... ............. 54574
Ch. I................... .............  54574
Ch. II.................. ............. 54574
Ch. Ill................. ............. 54574

Ch. IV......................... i.... 54574
Ch. VI............................... 54574
Ch. VII.............................. 54574

36 CFR
50....................... „...........55959
60.. ...*.............     56183
Proposed Rules:
7.....     55709
60.. ........  56209

37 CFR
Proposed Rules:
1......................................   55666
307.....       55276

38 CFR
3.........     55098
Proposed Rules:
6.... ..............   56213
8.... ................................... 56213

39 CFR
111...................................54339

40 CFR
52...........54541, 54542, 54730,

54939-54941,55098-55107, 
55517,55518,55690,55967- 

55972,56195-56198
60..................................... 55975
62...................   55972, 55974
65................  54943
81............54340, 55108, 55257,

55261,56199 
120........     55519
122 .......     .55110
123 ..............................54544, 54545
180..........54546, 54944, 55113,

55114,55693
264.. ...............   55110
Proposed Rules:
35...............     55220
52............54767, 55123, 55550,

55551,55714-55720,55994 
81.......... „54974, 55722, 55994
123.. ..........  54770, 55997
180.. ...54584, 54771, 55725,

55998
256.. .................54772-54776
723.................................. 54585, 54688

41 CFR
Ch. 18....................................... ......54341
Ch. 101............................55262, 55263
9-1......        54732
9-3.................................... 54732
9-4.................................   54732
9-7.........     54732
9-9....................................54732
9-15..................................54732
9-16......................  54732
9-23.............       54732
9-50.......   54732
101-30......:.................  55991
Proposed Rules:
14-1..................................54777
14-3................   54777
14-4....................... ' ........54777
14-6................................ .54777
14-7............................ 54777
14-9....................  54777
14-10............   ...54777
14-16...........   54777
14-17................................54777
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14-18...........   54777
14-19.........     54777
14-30........   54777
14-63....................................54777

42CFR
36.............    54742
54.......................................... 55695
54a........................................ 55695
401........................................ 55695
405.. .................................54743
431......   54743
433........................................ 54743
435 .............................. - .5 4 7 4 3
436 .................   54743
440........................................ 54743
447..............................   54743
456.............  54743
563.............  54743
466............   54743
478........................................ 54743
Proposed Rules:
Ch. I...................................... 55612
Ch. II..................................... 55612
Ch. Ill......... ...........................55612
Ch. IV................................... 55612

43CFR
3130......   55494
3140......................................55494
Public Land Orders:
6005..................  55264
6041...................................... 55991
6048..........     56200
6076 ................................  54345
6077 ................................  54344
6078 .......... - ........................54345
6079.. .......   54345
6080 .....   54344
6081 .....     55265
6082 ......... *.................... 55265
Proposed Rules:
4100......................................56132

44CFR
10..............   54346, 55116
64 .........   54547
65 ...........   54548, 54553
70.............................54347-54365
Proposed Rules:
Ch. I.............   54386
67............... 54599-54612, 54975

45 CFR
302 .................................   54554
303 ..................................  54554
304 ............ - .......... ..............54554
1170.. ...  55894
Proposed Rules:
Subtitle A.............................55612
Ch. II......... ......................  55612
Ch. Ill.................................... 55612
Ch. XIII.........................  55612
206.......................    54613

46 CFR
3.............................................56200
14.........................................  56200
24........    56200
188.. .............................. 56200
189.................  56200
Proposed Rules:
42......  55278
66 ..................................... 56318

67 ...........................   56318
68 .......     56318
69 ..........   56318
536 ..............................54390, 54391

47 C FR
15......................................55520
73................... ,...... ......... 55116
90.. ........    55701
Proposed Rules:
Ch. 1................................. 55279, 55726
2_______- .....................   55124
21 .............    55124
73..... ..... 54787, 55125, 55283,

56214
94..........  55124

48 C FR
Proposed Rules:
22 ...................   56223
37..................................... 56223
49 ................................  56223

49 C FR
Ch. X....................54745, 54746
1.. ........................  55265
173....................................55266
179............     55266
512...............- ............... v. 55266
525....................................55266
537 .......   55266
555....................................55266
1001 ............................. 54945
1002 ............................  54945
1033 ..54559-54562, 54747,

55267,55705
1034 .  54948
1102..................................55269
1116.. ....  54945
1300................................. 55269
Proposed Rules:
Ch. X................................54613, 54614
571.. .......... - ....................54391

50 CFR
17.......   54748
259............................   54563
Proposed Rules:
611....................... 55729-55732
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AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK

The following agencies have agreed to publish 
all documents on two assigned days of the week

This is a voluntary program. (See OFR 
NOTICE 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.)

(Monday/Thursday or Tuesday/Friday).
Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday
D O T/SECRETARY U SD A /ASCS D O T/SECRETARY U SD A /ASCS
D OT/COAST GUARD U SD A/FN S D OT/COAST GUARD USD A/FN S
DOT/FAA U SD A/REA DOT/FAA U SD A/REA
DOT/FHW A U SD A/SCS DOT/FHW A U SD A/SCS
D OT/FRA M SPB/O PM D O T/FRA M SPB/O PM
DOT/M A LABOR DOT/M A LABOR
DOT/NHTSA H HS/FDA DOT/NHTSA H HS/FDA
D O T/RSPA D O T/RSPA
DOT/SLSDC D O T/SLSD C
DOT/UMTA DOT/UM TA

Documents normally scheduled for publi
cation on a day that will be a Federal 
holiday will be published the next work day 
following the holiday. Comments on this 
program are still invited.

Comments should be submitted to the Day- 
of-the-Week Program Coordinator, Office 
of the Federal Register, National Archives 
and Records Service, General Services 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

List of Public Laws
Note: No public bills which have become law were received by the 
Office of the Federal Register for inclusion in today’s List of Public 
Laws.
Last Listing November 10,1981
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